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Congress upon’ the statue of Sequoyah; to the Commitiee on
Printing.

By Mr. JONES of Texas: Resolution (H. Res. 651) author-
izing the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to
investigate the proposed raise in prices of farming implements
by the International Harvester Co.; to the Committee on Rules.

By the SPEAKER (by request) : "Memorial of the Legislature
of the State of Minnesota, urging an appropriation for aid in
the construction of public roads; to the Committee on Roads.

By Mr, BRIGGS : Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of Texas, indorsing the Jones bill providing for the establish-
ment of so-called central time in the western part of the United
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSEON: Memorial of the Legislature
of the State of South Dakota, favoring the reduction in the
supply of water in Lake Andes; S. Dak.; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. DYER : Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
Missouri, favoring a reduction of the Army and Navy of the
United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McARTHUR: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Oregon, asking for the continuation of Federal aid to
highways; to the Committee on Roads.

Algo, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oregon,
favoring emergency tariff legislation; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oregon,
fm‘oring adjusted compensation for ex-service men; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. STEENERSON: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Minnesota, favoring Federal aid for building roads;
to the Committee on Roads. .

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Memorial of the Legisla-
ture of the State of North Dakota, urging immediate legislation
extending time of payment on entries in the Standing Rock
Indian Reservation in North and South Dakota; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R, 15878) granting a pen-
sion to Priscilla J. aisbeck ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 15879) granting an increase
of pension to Seph J. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. RR. 15880) granting a pension to
Edgar F. Bradley; to the Commifiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15881) granting an annuity to Henry M.
Hutchinson; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15882) granting an annuity to Thomas F,
King; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 15883) to authorize the Presi-
dent to reappoint J. P, D. Shiebler a major of Infantry;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 15884) granting a pension to
Belle Kirgan; to the Commrittee on Pensions.

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania : A bill (H. R. 15885) grant-
ing a pension to Willie E. Persell; fo the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15886) granting a pension to Ora Agnes
Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 15887) granting an
increase of pension to Kliza F. Platt; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. McARTHUR : A bill (H. R. 15888) granting a pen-
sion to Cynthia Nudler Osgcod; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RICKETTS: A bill (H, R. 15889) granting a pension
to Cynthia J. Hart; to the Conmnitfee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 15890) granting a pension to
Isa Ann Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15891) granting a pension to Charlottie
Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

5217, By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of New Eng-
land Purchasing Agents’ Association, concerning the decentral-
ization plan of the railroads; fo the Committee on Interstate
and Forelgn Commerce.

5218, Also (by request), petition of council of the city of
Cleveland, Ohio, urging the extension of aid to the starving
nations of Europe; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5219. By Mr. EMERSON : Petition of sundry citizens of Cleve-
land, Ohio, protesting against the deportation of Mayor O'Calla-
ghan; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5220. By Mr. EDMONDS: Petition of Philadelphia Board of
Trade, recommending early return to the general system of taxa-
tion followed by the Government prior to the war; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

5221. By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of Chamber
of Commerce of the State of New York, favoring the passage of
Senate bill 4594 (House bill 14461) as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

5222, By Mr. LAMPERT ; Petition signed by citizens of Chil-
ton, Wis.,, protesting against giving away of any of the people's
money loaned by our Government to other nations and asking
that the payment of all interest be made by those nations
promptly when due, in order to reduce the burden of taxation;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5223. By Mr. LEHLBACH : Petition of 27 citizens of Newark,
N. J., protesting against the occupation of Germany by French
colonial troops; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5224. By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan: Petition of resi-
dents of Benzonia, Benzie County, Mich., urging enactment of
so-called Sheppard-Towner maternity bill; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5225. Also, petition of residents of Benzonia, Benzie County,
Mich., urging enactment of House bill 8063, to punish violation
of the Volstead Liguor Act by United States citizens while in
foreign countries; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

5226. By Mr. PAIGE: Petition of sundry citizens of Leomin-
ster, Mass.,, protesting against the occupation of Germany
by French colonial troops; to the Committee on TForeign
Affairs.

5227, By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of New England Purchasing
Agents’ Association, Boston, Mass,, favoring the decentralized
plan of the railroads which permits each system to regulate its
own conditions; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

5228, By Mr. TEMPLL Petition of Susquehanna Grange,
Patrons of Husbandry, No. 1812, in support of emergency tariff
bill ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

5229. Also, petition of Susquehanna Grange, Patrons of Hus-
bandry, No. 1812, opposing passage of a bill for daylight saving;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

5230. Also, petition of Ambridge Board of Trade, of Ambridge,
Pa., indorsing the American Legion program with respect to re-
newed Help and assistance for disabled soldiers; to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

5281. By Mr. TINKHAM : Petition of Indiana Branch of the
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People,
concerning the reapportionment of representation in the South-
ern States; to the Committee on Rules.

5232. By Mr., WATSON: Petition of women residents of
Newton, Bucks County, Pa., favoring appropriations to enforce
prohibition and for educational purposes; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

5233. By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of H. L.
Reads, State fire marshal of North Dakota, urging the passage
of House bill 15327, making an appropriation for the preven-
tion of forest fires; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5234. Also, petition of T7 citizens of New Salem, N. Dak,,
protesting against the occupation of Germany by French co-
lonial troops; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

SENATE.

TuEspay, Januamj 25, 1921.

Rev. J. J. Muir, D. D, the Chaplain, offered the following

prayer:

Our Father and our God, we recognize the hand that leads us
and the blessings which are vouchsafed to us as from Thee.
Grant ns Thy care this day and all days. For Christ’s sake,
Amen.

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the pro-
ceedings of the legislative day of Tuesday, January 18, 1921,
when, on request of Mr, Curtis and by unanimous consent, the
further reading was dispensed with and the Journal was
approved.

FINAL ASCERTAINMENT OF ELECTORS.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, pursuant to law,
certificates of the governors of Kentucky, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, Nevada, New York, North Carolina. and Oklahoma
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of the final ascertainment of electors for President and Vice
President in their respective States at the election November 2,
1920, which were ordered to lie on the table,

CHESAPEAKE & POTOMAC TELEPHONE CO.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co., transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report of that company for the year
1920, containing the actual figures for the year to be substituted
for the report submitted on January 14, which was referred to
the Comniittee on the District of Columbia.

TL.EASE OF DOCKS, PIERS, WAREHOUSES, ETC.

The VICE PRESIDENT Ilaid before the Senate a communieca-
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to
Senate resolution 409, submitted by Mr. Joxes of Washington,
December 23, 1920, information as to what steps are being taken
fo lease any docks, piers, warehouses, or other facilities, ete.,
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce,

T. A. GILLESPIE LOADING CO. (8. DOC. NO. 363).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a com-
munieation from the Secretary of War submitting a supple-
mental estimate of appropriation in the sum of $285,141.41,
required to pay amounts found due on claims for damages to
and loss of private property occasioned by the explosion and fire
at the plant of the T. A. Gillespie Loading Co., at Morgan, N. J.,
October 4, 5, and 6, 1918, which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

RELIEF OF EMPLOYEE IN ASSISTANT TREASURER'S OFFICE, CHICAGO
(8. POC. O, 362).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury transmitting,
pursuant to law, an estimate of appropriation in the sum of
$315.44 required by the Treasury Department for the relief of
John M. Rogers, an employee in the office of the Assistant
Treasurer of the United States at Chicago, which was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

WEEKLY ISSUE OF PATENTS (S. DOC. NO. 361).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a communication from the Secretary of
the Interior submitting a supplemental estimate of appropria-
tion in the sum of $75,000 required by the Patent Office for print-
ing the weekly issue of patents, etc., which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARE COMMISSION
(8, DOC. NO. 360).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury transmitting,
pursuant to law, a communication from the Seeretary of War
submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation in the sum
of $8,000 required by the Chickamauga and Chattanooga Na-
tional Park Commission for the restoration of “ Bond Bridge
in the park, fiscal year 1921, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

GEORGETOWN DARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR & RAILWAY CO.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator & Railway Co.
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of that company for the
year ended December 81, 1920, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant
to law, schedules of useless papers devoid of historic interest
accumulated in the files of the Department of Commerce, and
asking for action looking to their disposition, which was referred
to a Select Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers in the
Executive Departments, to be selected by the Chair. The Vice
President appointed Mr. Warsm of Montana and Mr, FraNcE
members of the committee on the part of the Senate, and directed
the Secretary of the Senate to notify the House of Representa-
tives thereof.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, schedules of useless papers devoid of historic inter-
est aecumulated in the files of the Department of the Treasury,
and asking for action looking to their disposition, which was
referred to a Select Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers
in the Executive Departments, to be selected by the Chair. Tha

Vice President appointed Mr., Warsa of Montana and Mr.

Fraxce members of the committee on the part of the Senate,
and directed the Secretary of the Senate to notify the House
of Representatives thereof.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to
law, samples of “Industrial file” containing 10,000,000 cards
which are now useless and devoid of historic interest, and
asking for action looking to their disposition, which was re-
ferred to a Select Committee on Disposition of Useless. Papers
in the Executive Departments, to be selected by the Chair,
The Vice President appointed Mr., WALsm of Montana and Mr,
FrANCE members of the committee on the part of the Senate,
and directed the Secretary of the Senate to notify the House of
Reprezentatives thereof,

CREDENTIALS.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a certificate
of the governor of Georgia, certifying to the election of THoOMAS
E. WATsox as a Senator from that State for the term of six
years beginning March 4, 1921, which was read and ordered to
be filed as follows:

. STATE OF GEORGIA,
Eaxecutive Department, Atlanta.
To the PRESILENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES :

This is to certify that on the 2d day of Novemher, 1920, THoMAs E.
Warsox was duly chosen bg the qualified electors of the State of
Georgla a Senator from safd State to represent said State in the Senate
of the United States for a term of six years, beginning on the 4th day
of March, 1921, -

iven under my hand and the

eat seal of the State at th it
in tshe cl]ty of Atlanta this the 55:. L e
BAL.

day of January, 1921,
Huca M, RSEY, Governor,

8. G. McLExbox
Secretary of étafc.
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Northwest 2Iush-
room Growers' Association, of St. Paul, Minn,, favoring a tariff
upon mushrooms, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

He also presented a memorial of Hart & Murphy, of St. Paul,
Minn., protesting against an increase in the tariff duty on
wrapper tobacco, which was referred to the Commiitee on
Finance.

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of Minnesota, favoring an appropriation to continue Federal aid
to the several States in the construction of roads, which was
referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Concurrent resolution memorializing the Congress of the Unlted States
to appropriate money in aid of the conmstruction of public roads.

Whereas the Congress of the United States has given great impetus to
road building in the State of Minnesota and aided materially in
financing the construction of State roads through the appropriation
of Federal aid for that purpose; and

Whereas the State of Minnesota is depending upon the continuation of
such Federal aid to assist it in carrying out its road-building pro-
gram, and which program must be formulated and provided for by
lrl(‘ts getlttne legislature of this State at its present session: There-
ore

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Minnesota (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Comg&m of the United States Le
and hereby is, requested to continue the Federal road aid to the several
States, and that the amount of such Federal road aid for the next four
years in the amount of $100,000,000 per year, to be apportioned and
e:l:&)ended in accordance with the provisions of the present Federal road
aid act; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Speaker
of the House, the President of the Senate, and to each Member of the
g‘.aeinate and the House of Representatives in Congress from the State of

nnesota.

y the governor:

Louis L. COLLINS,
Lieutenant Governor,

W. I. Norax,
Speaker of the House of Representatives,
Passed the senate the 14th day of January, 1921,
Geo. W. PEACHEY,
Secretary of the Benate,
Passed the house the 14th day of January, 1921,
OscAar ARXESOXN,
Chief Clerk House of Representatives,
Approved January 18, 1921,
J. A, O, PrEUs,

. Governor,
Filed January 19, 1921, 5
Mige HoLwm,
- Secretary of State.

1, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minnesota and keeper
of the great seal, do herebJr certify that the above Is a true and correct
copy of the resolution filed in my office January 19, 1921.

'[Jssu..] Mise HorLy,
Secretary of State.

Mr. ROBINSON presented a resolution of Belle Point Lodge,
No. 520, International Association of Machinists, of Fort Smith,
Ark., opposing a reduction of the mechanieal foree of the South-
ern Pacific, Santa Fe, and other railroad corporations, ete.,
which was referrel to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.
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He also presented a petition of George T. Carnall et al., of
Fort Smith, Ark., praying for the repeal of tlie tax on real-
estate mortgages, which: was: referred to the: Committee on
Finance,

He also presented a petition: of Harry H. Kelley, president of
Kelley Trust Co., of Fort Smith, Ark:, praying that an increased
appropriation be made for tlie destruction of predatory animals,
whiech: was referred. to the Committee on Agriculture: and For-
estIy. 5

Mr; GRONNA. T present a: conenrrent resolution of the Leg-
islnture oft North: Dakota. I ask that it may be read and re-
ferred to: the Committee on Public Lands.

The concurrent resolution' was read and referred to the Com-
mittes on Publie Lands, ag follows:
¥ DEPARTMENT OF' STATE,

Btate of Nortl Dakota..
To all to whom these presenis shall come!

1, Thomas Iall, secretary of state of the Stite of North. Dakota, do
hereby certify that the following resolution' was adopted by the- seven-
teenth: legislative a nbly oni the 17th dhy of January, I921:

Dated at Bismarzk; N. Dsk., this 18th day of January, 1921,

TroMAs HALL,
Seerctary of State.

Concurrent resolution.

Whereas crops in: the wicinity  off and: on the Standing Rock: Rbseryation,
loeated. in: the States of North Dakotn and. South: Dakota, have been
practical failures during the past three {uu‘s and

Whereas, under and pursuant to the proc amation of the President of
the United: States, under date of March 18, 1915, approximately
2.500° settlers made entries upon: the lands of sald Standing Rock
Heservation and have settled and made homes thereupon:; and

Whercas, on account of aforesaid crop failures and losses sustained
in stock raising, practically all of said entrymen are in default in

tHelr payments. to the Government of the: United' States on Zccount
of said entrles; and
Wihereas no provision Is made fop tlie extension of time for the payment

of =aid imstnllments upon said entries in meritorions ecases under
the provisions of the act of Congress of February T4, 1913, as is
__disclosed by the Degartment of_ the Interior Circular No. G80; and
Whereas; under and by’ virtue of a. rullng of the rtment of the
Interior as. disclosed by said Department of the terior Cirounlar
No. 680, registers and receivers of the Federal land offices. located
1:3t]]Btsn:n.u..r::k, N. Dak., and Lemmon, 8. Dak., have been instructed as
ollows :
“ Yon are dirccted, therefore, In all cazes where payments are
now due and unpaid,. and where payments hereafter become due and
are not paid, to serve notice on the entrymen, of the defaults, and
that in the event of their failure to» make the' payments: in® tie’ time
allowad! by you for that purpose, you willi report: their entries to this
office for cancellation. :
*“ Yow will: allow a.poriod:of G0 dags from receipt
payment of sums now duoe and unpaid; but: in.
ments: hereaften become due: and are not paid,
payments to- be made within a perlod' of 30
notice.”
Kow, therefore, be It

Rosolved: by the Legislative Assembly of the State of Nortl Dakota
assembled in. regulur session, That by virtue of the foregoing facts and
cirenmstances. great hardships and misfortunes will be and are: being
endured: and suffered by suclc entrymen. to. the great detrimeut of the
States. of North and South Dakota, and’ the citizens. thereof;. :

Therefore wa Iy’ urge the Nationall Congress in session
assembled tor imm tari. congider and. relieve this most
condition: by proper 4. be it

Resolved further,

of notice for the
cases wliere pay-
ﬂ;gou: willl require the
ays from receipt of

of the United States and the Speaker of the National House of Repre--
sentatives at

of North. and South” Dalota.

M, McCUMBER. Mr. President, bills covering the same sub- |
ject were introduced some time- ago; one: in the House and the: |
other by myself in' the Senate; providing for the extension: |

referred to: Both Bills are pending before tlie Committee: on:
Public- Eands of tlie respective- Houses:, It is my information:

that there will be a meeting of the Committee on Publie Lands: |
of the Senate to-morrow and that the bill will be: ordered re- ||

ported: The Senator fromr Utah [Mr: Ssroor], of course;, under-

gtands the neeessity for prompt action in the matter if we: ave: |

to have the relief.
" Mr, SMOOT. I will' gsay to the: Senator from North' Dakota

that the Commitiee on Public Lands will meet to-morrow morn- |
ing at 10:30; and' I shall' call’ the matter to- the: attention of tlie |
‘m

committee at that time.

Mr: McCUMBER. T hope that the Senafor can get a report
and' immediate action on it. It is very important.

A SMOOT. The Bill' has been referred to the department
for a report. I can not state whether the report is before: the

committee, but T shall' endeavor to ascertain to:day; and if' not |

T shail’ ask for- tlie report at once.

Mr. McCUMBER. I will' say that the repert is before the: !

committee, because I have a copy of it myself] and the original
T sent to the committee:

Mr; McNARY presented’ a resolution of the Legislature of the: |

State of Oregon, relating to the Fordney emergency tariff bill,
which was read and ordered: to' lie on the table;. as follows:

deplorable: |

1@, -

T'g;.t the secretary of state of the State of North |
Dakota be requested to forward copies of this concurrent resolution |
Immediately upon its passage and approval to the President of the Senate: ||

ton, D. (., and to the Members of the Senate and: |:
the HMouse of Representatives of the National Congress from the States:|

USITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE oF OREGOX,
Office of the Secrctury of State.

=~ of state of the State of Oregon and
custodian of the seal of saidl State, do Hereby certify that I have care-
fully compared the annexed copy of senate joint memorial No. I with
the original thereof adopted by the Senate and House of Representatiyes
of the Thirty-first. slative Assembly of the State of Oregon and
filed in: the office. of the: secretary of state January 17, 1921, and that
the same iz a. full,, troe, and eomplete transcript therefrom and of the
whole thereof, to er” with all indorsements thereomn. . ;

In testimony w. 'L have hereunto set’ my hand and’ affixed hercto
the seal of the Btate of Oregom . -
Done at the capitol: at Salem. Oreg,,. this 18th: day of January, A. D,

1921..
[8EAL.] Sasr A. Koxem,
Becretury of State.
Senate joint memorial 1.

Whereas this country is being flooded with: foreign products which are
destroying the home markets for the produce from the: American: farm,
thereby causing financial disaster to overtake our farmers and stock
raisers, and. in: this wu{. destroy the very foundation of American: pros-
perity : Therefore be 1
Resolved by the Senate of the State of Oregon

sentative concurring), That the Congress of tHe United Btates be, and

it is hereby, memaor, to: pass: at the earliest possible moment

I-‘oi-dner emergency tariff bill; be it further
Resolved,. That the Congress. of the United States is hereby further

memorjalized. to enact” a. comprehensive tariff Hill protecting American

Iabor, American ts, and American industry; be it further
Resgolved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, authoriked -

and’ directed to: transmit by teleg'n(l:pli one copy of this resolution: fo

each Senator and’ Representative in Congress from Oregon,
Adopted by the senate January 10, 19210

I,, Sam A. Kozer, secretar

the House of Repre-

Rox W. Itirven,
Pregident of the Senate,

Louis E, Brax,
Speaker of the Iouse.
Indorsed: Henate jolnt memorial No. 1. Imtredoced by Henater
Dennis. John P. Funt, chief clerk. Piled Jaouary 17, 1921, Sam A,
Kozer;, secratary of state.

Mr, McNARY presented: the following coneurrent resolution of
tlie Legislature of Oregon, whicl was read and' reféerred to: the
Committee on: Finance and: ordered to be printed in: the REcorp :

UXITED: STATES 0F' AMERICA,
STATE OF OREGON,
Offtce’ af’ the Secretary of Stite.

I. Sam A, Kozer, seeretary of state of tlie State of Oregom,. and
. eustodian: of the seal off said State, do. hereby certify that [ hnve care-
fully. compared, the annexed copy of house joint memorial No. 2 with
' the - thereof adopted. by the Senate and House of Representa-
tives of titer Thir tive Assembly of the State of Oregom and
filed in the office of the seeretacy of state January IT,. 192L, and. that
the same is a full, truoe, and: complete transeript. therefifom. and of the
whole thereof,, together with all indorsements. thereon..

In testimony whereof,. I hase: hereunto: set my hand and affixed hereto

the: seal off the Stu&ot.()%gg)n. r
Efne at the capitol at emy OQreg., this 18th day off January, A. D,
Sa

[smaL.]

Adopted by the house Junuary 13; 192T..

A A. Kozam,.
Seeretury of State.
: Honse joint memorial: 2.
' To: thie honorable Senate and: the House of Reprezentatives of the United
States A i assemd ]

merica in Gangress gowr memarialists,. the
.glsg:ﬂaﬁvs- Assemtily of the Stale of Oregom, respectully represent

it has come to the- attention of tlis body tliat there is lieforo
tlie-Congress of the United States a measure known. as: the Fordney or
fourfold adjustment compensation plan for ex-service men submitted
liy tlie American Legion ; and
Wihereas: the ose of this messure is to. equalize: the sacrifice of the
3 i thier World' War so- that the men who served in
our Armies; Navy, and Marine Corps; and who were: required’ to leave
their home and ployment in defense of the country, may be assisted

i u - themselves to: the eco life of the

5 and:
of the United: States: have passed
| favorably upon this measure:

Rescoived, That we,

ists; tHe Senate and House: of” Re
resentatives otdlﬂxe
| an

your memorial
&fate of Oregom, in regnlar session assembled,

. earmestly petition: the- Co; of tlie United States
with act in concnrrence with' the: House of Representatives to
| tlie end: that ; alaim: of tHe men: wlio: served in' the: World War

g
P
®
3.
g
2

3 ! Oregon: be,. and' le iz
m 3 oirtt memarial' under his
! te nited* States,. Vies Presi-
dent of the United States, the Speaker of the House of Representa-
| tives, and to each Senator and Representative from tlie State-of Oregon

lin the Co of’ the United States,
Adopted by the senate Janunary 12, 1921,
- Roy W. HYTNER,

President of the Senate.,
Adopted’ by the hiouse- January 12 I9ET, 4

S Speaker of tlie House.
Indorsed: House joint memorial No. 2.

i Lovis E. Beax,
Imtroduced by Korell, John-

! gomn, y Meroe, North, Wells, Marslii, and' Leonard W. I

i?ft%cfhier clork. Filed! January 17, 1921, Shm A, Kower, secretary
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Mr. McNARY presented the following concurrent resolution
of the Legislature of Oregon, which was read and referred to
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered
to be printed in the REcorD:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
STATE OF OREGON,
Office of the Secretary of State.

I, Bam A. Kozer, secretary of state of the State of Oregon, and
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have care-
fully compared the annexed copy of the house joint memorial No. 3 with
the urlglnal thereof adopted by the senate and house of representatives
of the Thirty-first Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon and filed
in the office of the secretary of state January 17, 1921, and that the
same is a full, troe, and complete transcript therefrom and of the
whole thereof, together with all indorsements thereon.

In testimony whereof T have hereunto set my hand and afixed hereto
the seal of the State of Oregon.

Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., this 18th day of January,
A. D. 1921,

[sEAL.] Sam A. Kozeg,

Secretary of State.

House joint memorial 3.

To the Senate and House of Representatives of Congress of the United

States of America:

We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of

the Btate of Oregon, in regular session convened, respectfully represent
that :
Whereas the American Association of Highway Officials, in convention
assembled at Louisville, Ky., in December, 1919, adopted a series of
resolutions, copies of which were transmitted to the House of
Representatives and the Senate of the United States, in which resolu-
tions there were, among other matters urged upon the attention and
guﬁfideratlon of the Congress of the United States, the following
acts :

That the States within whose boundaries are included large
national forest reserves have expended during the last five years
millions of dollars in the improvement of State and county highway
systems ; that the majority of these States haye issued bonds in
large amounts in order to finance modern highway construction ;
that there are within the boundaries of these States approximately
150,000,000 acres of national forest reserves; that State and count
highways of national importance traverse these reservations throug
areas involving the most difficult highway construction in the West;
that the forests in these various States are great national assets
which should be preserved, and the construction of roads and highways
traversing the said forests facilithtes the control of forest fires,
which have, in the past, caused tremendous losses; that the appro-
priations heretofore made by Congress have been inadequate to
permit of sufficient road construction within such national forests
to keep pace with State and county highway systems and construc-
tion, or to provide for a standard of construction equaling that of
the severnl States and counties; that the withdrawal of large areas
by the Government has decreased the taxable resources of the States
and counties wherein such withdrawals have been made, thereby
reducing the bonding capacity of said States and counties; that it
is the duty of the National Government to provide sufficient funds
to develop its national resources to the same extent and standards
as that of the States and counties similarly situated; and
Whereas the facts and conditions heretofore stated apply with equal

force, as emphasized by the American Association of Highway Officials,

to Indian and other Fedeéal reservations, and to unappropriated lands

of the United States; an 3
Whereas the sald Association of Highway Officials did, by said resolu-

Iutions, urge upon the United States Congress, the appropriation of

the sum of $100,000,000 per &ear for a serles of years, for the con-

struction of rural post roads the several States; and

Whereas the Public Land States Highway Association, in regular
gession convened in Washington, D, C., in February, 1920, unani-
mously indorsed the principles involved in the Loulsville resolution ;

an i

Whereas as a result of said conferences the Hon, GEoOrRGE E. CHAMBER-
LAIN, United States Senator from the State of Oregon, introduced a
bill for the continuation of the Federal ald for the construction of
rural post roads, and for the construction of roads and tralls, within
and partially within the forest reserves; and

Whereas at a subsequent annual meeting of the American Assocliation
of Highway ofﬁgfa‘.lls. in convention assembled in Washington, D. C.,
in December, 1920, sald Association of Highway Officials, 47 States
of the Union being represented, unanimopsly indorsed the principles
involved in said bill introduced by Sendtor CHAMBERLAIN : and as
a result of said convention, and the recommendations of said Amerl-
can Association of Highway Officials, the Hon. C. N. McArTHCR, of
, Oregon, introduced in the House of Representatives a bill embodying
in substance that contained in the Chamberlain bill; and

Whereas said American Assoclation of Highway Officials, after full con-
sideration of the McArthur bill, unanimously indorsed the same; and

Whereas said legislation is now pending before the two branches of
Congress; and

Whereas your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives
of the BState of Oregon, unanimously indorse the amberlain-
MeArthur bill, and in support thereof respectfully urge upon the
Congress of the United States the further fact that the Ntate of
Oregon occupies a liar and speclal lposlt.lon. with reference to
naiﬁmal forests and other national and Federal reserves, and there-
{fm is ig a peculiar and special need of adequate highway construc-

on; an

Whereds the State of Oregon has expended during the llx)l“t four years

over $27,000,000 in the con(;:truetion of a permanent highway system
on ; an

in the State of O
Oregon has expended Iits full quota of Federal

Whereas the State o
aid fuonds allotted to Oregon, -and unless further extension of
ost roads, and the construe-

Federal aid In the construction of rural

tion of forest roads and trails, is nted by this Congress, a serious

breach in the highway pro%ra.m of the SBtate of Oregon must neces-

sarily follow : Therefore be it g

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the State
of Or , in regular session convened, That we do herel most re-
spectfully urge and request that the Congress of the Uni Btates of
America give special and immediate attention to the passage of the

Chamberlain-MeArthur bill, and nI];Aproprinte for highway construction

the amounts designated in said bill, hoth for the construetion of rural
post roads in the several States and for the construction of forest roads
and trails in the public land States, as designated in said bill, or se
much' thereof as can be l1lmstly and rightly appropriated this session of
Congress ; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of the State of Oregon be, and is hereby,
authorized and directed to fransmit a copy of this memorial, under
the seal of his office, to each Member of the Oregon delegation in
Congress and to the presiding officer of the Senate and Iouse of
Representatives and to the chairman of the Committee on Roads and
Highways of the House of ReBresentaﬂves and the chairman of the
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads of the United States Senate,

Adopted by the senate January 12, 1921.

o ‘R‘gw }V Rl;:'xr.n,
regident of the Senate,
Adopted by the house January 12, 1921, f
Louis E. Buax,

Speaker of the House.
Introduced by Mr. Bean;
Filed January 17, 1921. Sam A. Kozer,

Indorsed : House joint memorial No. 3.
Drager, chief clerk.
secretary of state.

Mr. SHEPPARD (for Mr. CHAMBERLAIN) presented three
concurrent resolutions of the Legislative Assembly of the State
of Oregon, which took the same course as the identical concur-
rent resolutions appearing above presented by Mr. McNARy.

Mr. WARREN presented a concurrent resolution of the
Legislature of Wyoming in relation to the so-called packers’
bill, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

THE STATE oF WryoMING,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARLY OF STATE.
UKITED STATES OF AMERICA,
State of Wyoming, ss:

I, W. BE. Chaplin, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do
hereby certify that the annexed copr of original house joint memo-
rial No. 2, of the Sixteenth State Legislature of the State of Wyoming,
has been carefully com}:nred with the original on file In this office
and that the same is a full, true, and correct transcript of said memo-
rial and of the whole thereof.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
great seal of the State of Wyomln;f'.'

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 224 day of

: W

January, A. D. 1921,
[sEAL.]

. B, CHAPLIN,
Seeretary of State.
By H. M. LyMAXN,
‘ Deputy.
House joint memorial 2.

De it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State o
ing (the Senate concurring), That the Senate of the United
memorialized as follows:

Whereas on January 24, 1921, 4 p. m,, the Senate of the National Con-
gress will by special order vote on the Gronna bill, which provides for
the control of the packing and meat-producing industry through a
live-stock commission clothed with power to make rules and regula-
tions, said commission to be appointed by Federal Government: And
therefore be it

Resolved, That we respectfully urge your honorable body that you give
the sald Gronna bill the most serious eonsideration, as it mag relate to
all of those industries which are directly affected bst'l !elgisln fon which
is aimed at the packing industry at a time when our business conditions
are in a state of unparalleled disturbance and distress ; and be it further

Resolved, That a certified copy of this joint memorial be sent to each
of the Members of the Wyoming delegation in our National Congzress
and to the chairmen of the Senate and House committees which have
this bill under consideration.

Wyom-
tates be

Fraxk E. Lucas,
Vice President of the Senate.
L. R. Ewarr,
Bpeaker of the House.

Mr, KENDRICK presented an identical concurrent resolution
of the Legislature of Wyoming, which took the same course a
the resolution appearing above. :

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a memorial
from the Sheridan Woman’s Club, of Sheridan, Wyo., remon-
strating against commercializing the national parks, which was
referred to the Committee on Commerce,

Mr. LENROOT presented a petition of Women of the War
Veterans of Milwaukee, Wis., favoring the passage of a honus
bill for ex-service men, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of the State Grange, of
Maine, opposing a daylight saving law or a zone composed of
certain Eastern States, which was referred to the Committee
on Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Maine State Grange, of
Auburn, Me., favoring an embargo on all foreign shipments of
potatoes for a period of one year, which was referred to the
Committee on Finance.

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rich-
wood, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation restrict-
ing the immigration of aliens, which was referred to the Com-
miftee on Immigration. y

He also presented a petition of sundry members of the board
of directors of the Young Women’s Christian Association, of
Wheeling, W. Va., favoring the enactment of legislation to
create a department of education, which was referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor,
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Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by Wasco Farm
Center, of Wasco, Calif,, favoring legislation to prohibit gam-
bling in grain products, which was referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a memorial of Farmers' Union No. 225, of
Bache, Okla., protesting against speculation in farm produets,
ete.,, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry. :

He also presented a resolution of tiee Kansas-Oklahoma Fruit
Jobbers’ Association, of Wichita, Kans. favoring a duty on
potatoes, onions, and lemons to be included in the emergency
tariff bill, which was ordered to lie on the table, -

REPOBTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to
which was referred the message of the President of May 25,
1920, transmitting a communiecation from the Secretary of State,
regarding certain property in London as a residence for the
American ambassador, etc., reported a bill (8. 4916) to acquire
land and buildings in London, England, for the use of the
diplomatic representative of the United States, which was read
twice by its title, and submitied a report (No. 716) thereon,

Mr, FLETCHER, from the Commiitee on Banking and Cur-
rency, to which was referred the bill (8. 4666) to amend section
13 of an act known as the Federal reserve act, approved De-
cember 23, 1913, reported it favorably with an amendment, and
submitted a report (No. 717) thereon.

Mr, NELSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill (8. 4897) to amend section 9 of an act
entitled “An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the
enemy, and for other purposes,” approved October 6, 1917, as
amended, reported it favorably without amendment.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 4719) conferring jurisdiction upon the United States
Distriet Court for the Hastern District of South Carolina to hear
and determine the elaim of the owners of the Danish steamship
Flynderborg against the United States, and for other purposes,
reported it favorably with an amendment and submitted a report
(No. 718) thereon. :

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (E. R. 1949) for the relief of
George F. Reid, reported it favorably without amendment and
submitted a report (No. T19) thereon.

Mr, SPENCER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 13319) for the relief of
Wilson Certain, reported it favorably without amendment and
submitted a report (No. 720) thereon.

Mr, LENROOT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of
George LeClear, reported it favorably without amendment.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (H. R. 1300) for the relief of Alfred E. Lewis, reported it
favorably without amendment.

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 15441) mak-
ing appropriations for the service of the Post Office Department
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, and for other purposes,
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 721)
thereon.

ANNIVERSARY OF THE ADMISSION OF MISSOURL

Mr. McLEAN. From the Cemmittee on Banking and Cur-
rency I report back favorably with an amendment the bill (8.
4893) to authorize the coinage of a 50-cent piece in commemora-
* tion of the one hundredth anniversary of the admission of Mis-
souri into the Union, and I ask for its immediate consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill? :

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think I have any objection to
the consideration of the bill, but such bills should first be read,
and then we can determine the question.

Mr. BORAH. If there is going to be any discussion of the
bill, I shall object. We have not had morning business for
about 10 days, and we ought to get through with that. Does
the Senator think there will be any discussion?

Mr. IMCLEAN. I do not think there will be any opposition to
the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill will be read.

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the
Senate, a8 in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con-
sideration.

The amendment was, in section 1, page 1, line 6, before the
word * thousand,” to strike out * five hundred ” and insert * two
hundred and fifty,” so as to make the bill read:

LX—126

Be it enacted, ete., That in commemoration of the one hundredth anni-
versary of the admission of Missouri into the Union there shall be
coined at the mints of the United States 50-cent pieces to the number of
250,000, such 50-cent pleces to be of the standard troy welfht. mmfosi-
tion, diameter, device, and design &8s shall be fixed by the Director of the
Mint, with the apProval of the Secretary of the sury, which said
b60-cent pieces shall be legal tender in any payment to the amount of
their face value.

BEc. 2, 'That all laws now in forece relating to the subsidiary silver
coins of the United States and the coining or striking of the same, regu-
lating and guarding the process of coinage, providing for the purchase
of material and for the transportation, distribution, and redemption of
the coins, for the prevention of debasement or counterfeiting, for secur-
ity of the coin, or for any other purposes, whether said laws are penal
or otherwise, shall, so far as applicable, apply to the coinage herein
authorized : Provided, That the United States shall not be subject to the
ex})@nse of making the necessary dies and other preparations for this
coinage,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendment was concurred in, :

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and to be read a third
time,

The bill was read the third time and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. LODGE:

A bill (8. 4909) to authorize the payment of an indemnity to
the Norwegian Government for the detention of three subjects
of Norway in Hudson County, N. J.; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

By Mr. EDGE:

A bill (8. 4910) to provide for the advertising for bids on pur-
chases of supplies and contracts for labor and materials for the
construction and repair of vessels under the United States Ship-
ping Board or the United States Emergency Fleet Corporation ;
and

A bill (8. 4911) authorizing and directing examination and
survey of the Hudson River channel along the Weehawken-
Edgewater water front; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr, NELSON :

A bill (8. 4912) to authorize the appointment of an ordnance
storekeeper in the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, POINDEXTER:

A bill (8. 4913) to provide that engineer field clerks shall

have the same military status and be subject to the same obliga-

tions and "benefits as Army field clerks; to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

By Mr, JONES of New Mexico: ]

A bill (8. 4914) for the consolidation of forest lands in fhe
Carson and Santa Fe National Forests, N. Mex., and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands. i

By Mr. MOSES :

A bill (8. 4915) granting an increase of pension to Nellie A.
Sanborn (with accompanying papers); to the Committee o
Pensions. :

By Mr. SPENCER: -

A bill (8. 4917) to amend the income tax law, being Title IT
of the revenue act of 1918, by permitting the deduction from
net income subject to tax of contributions made by corporations
to organizations formed for certain enumerated purposes; to the
Committee on Finance, |

By Mr. KENDRICK :

A bill (8. 4918) granting a pension to Willilam J, Swift; to
the Committee on Pensions, .

CHIEF OF MILITIA BUREAU,

Mr. CAPPER. I submit a resolution calling upon the Secre-
tary of War for certain information in regard to the appoint-
ment of the Chief of the Militia Bureau, and I ask unanimous
consent for the consideration of the resolution at this time.

Mr, SMOOT. Let the resolution be read, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The resolution (8. Res. 432) was read, as follows:

Whereas section 81 of an act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled,
‘An act for makln(f further and more effectual provision for the na-
tional defense, and for other purposes,’ approved June 3, 1916, and
to establish military justice,” approved June 4, 1920, provides that,
“The Chief of the Militla Burean shall be %Epointed by the Presi-
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, by selection
from lists of present and former National Guard officers, recommended
by the governors of the several States and Territories as suitable for
such appointment' ; and L

Whereas in compliance with the provisions of this act the governors of
30 States recommended to the War Department the appointment of
Charles I. Martin, Adjutant General of the State of Kansas, presi-
dent of the Adjutant Generals' Assoclation of the United States, and
a veteran of the War with Spain and the World War, as Chief of
the Militia Bureau; and -
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Whereas it 1s believed by a large number of National Guard organiza-
tions that the appointment of a Chief of the Militia Burean made on
December 29, 1920, ignores the recommendations of the governors of
35 of the 48 States duly filed with the War Department in accord-

ance with the provisions of an act of Congress, and Is contrary to

the spirit and purpose of Congress in enacting a law providing for
such appointment: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Becretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed
to ndvise fhe Senate, if not incompatible with the public interest, as
to the number, nature, and source of the recommendations filed In
behalf of each officer considered in connection with the appointment of
a Chief of the Militia Burean, and present to the Senate other infor-
mation in the possession of the department having a bearing on this
appointment,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have no objection to
the present consideration of the resolution if the Senator from
Kangsag desires it to be passed in the form in which he has pre-
sented it, but I desire to call attention to the fact that it calls
on the Secretary of War for his reasons in making the appoint-
ment therein referred to. I doubt whether it is in line with a
resolution of inquiry to call on the Secretary of War for his
reasons in making a certain appointment. The Senator from
Kansas is entitled to call on a department chief for facts anid
stantements, but calling for his reasons for an appointment [
think would give him good ground to decline to respond to the
resolution. We have no right to demand a Cabinet officer's
reasons for his action. I shall not object to the Senator's reso-
lution, but I doubt whether it is in proper form.

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have no objection to elim-
inating that part of the resolution, if the Senator from Ala-
bama prefers that I shall do so. &

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should prefer to have that part of the
resolution stricken out. I think the Senator, however, is entl-
tled to the facts for which his resolution asks.

Mr. CAPPER. That is what we want, and is really all we
want.

‘Mr, UNDERWOOD. I do not intend to object to the resolu-
tion, if the Senator desires it to pass as he has written it, but
I would much prefer that the portion calling for the Secretary's
reasons be stricken out, because, I repeat, I do not think we
have any right in the Senate to call on a Cabinet offlicer for
the reasons governing his action.

Mr, JONES of Washington. The resolution is somewhat long
and contains several whereases, I think it should go over until
to-morrow.
thThEIWCE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under

e rule,

SUSPENSION OF NAVAL BUILDING PROGRAM.

Mr. BORAH. I submit the resolution which I send to the
desk, and ask unanimous consent for its immediate considera-
tion, .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution submitted by the
Senator from Idaho will be read.

The resolution (8. Res. 433) was read, ans follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and is hereby
directed to report to the Senate whether in its opinlon it is pmctlm{
and also a sound policy to suspend our naval building pro now
in ‘:rom:esa for the period of six months to the end that a full investi-

ation and free discussion may be had as to what constitutes a modern
ghting navy—a navy with the types of ships and with the air and
submarine weapons that would be most effective in the strategy and
tactics of future war on the sea; and also to the end that we may
avail ourselves in the matter both as to economy and efficiency of any
possible agreement between naval powers providing for the reduction
of armaments,

Second. That sald committee report to the Senate such data and
information (not already printed and made public) as the said com-
mittee has had before it for consideration relative to the probable
yalue of surface ships in future naval warfare.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution?

My, UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator from Idaho to state what is the purpose of the resolution
and why he desires its immediate consideration.

Mr., BORAH. My, President, the naval appropriation bill
will be here shortly, I presume. I had intended to discuss the
matter briefly, but I do not desire to do so in the morning hour.
I will simply say that the resolution calls upon the Committee
on Naval Affairs for information with reference to the feasi-
bility and the wisdom of suspending the naval building program
for six months. As the Senator perhaps knows, Great Britain
has suspended her building program for six months for the pur-
pose of ascertaining, if she may, the real revelations in the war
with reference to what constitutes a modern navy.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, I realize the importance of
the question. It is a problem that not only confronts this coun-
try but confronts all the world as to whether present plans for
naval armaments shall be proceeded with. The Senator has
direeted his resolution of inquiry to a committee of the Senate.
Of course, all of us have great respect for their conclusions,

where they have been deliberately worked out; but I do not
know whether or not the Senator is informed if the committee
to which the resolution is directed has developed such a study
of the situation that they are prepared to make a report based
on the facts and upon the consideration which they have given
to the subject.

Mr. BORAH. What I desire to ascertain is whether or not
the Committee on Naval Affairs has considered the question,
and if so, what informatfon it has in order that it may be laid
before the Senate. If the report is satisfactory, I intend to
follow this by a resolution directing an investigation of the
entire question.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr, KING. Mr. President, speaking for myself and as a
member of the Naval Affairs Committee, I hope the resolution
will be adopted. I think the Naval Affairs Committee within a
reasonably short time and during its consideration of the naval
appropriation bill may obtain the information which, as I heard
it read, the resolution calls for. It seems to me that now I8 an
appropriate time for this Government to indicate to the world
its purpese not to continue the burdens of military and naval
armament. I hope that the Naval Affairs Committee, if this
resolution shall be adopted, will make an adequate investigation
to determine whether or not we may not suspend the naval
program for the period indicated in the resolution, with a view
ultimately to relieving the Ameriean people from the tremendous
burden which is now bearing upon them.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the chairman of the Committee
on Naval Affairs is not present, but certainly I can see no ob-
jection to the adoption of the resolution of inguiry. It will
require considerable time to make the proper investigation and
present a satisfactory report,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
congideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and
the resolution is agreed to.

BUPPLY OF COMMERCIAL FERTILIZER,

Mr. FLETCHER. I submit a resolution and ask unanimous
consent for its present consideration. It calls for a report
from the Department of Agriculture on the subject of fer-
tilizers. We are having a great many complaints about the
high cost of commercial fertilizers. The department made a
report in 1916, in response fo a resolution offered by the Sen-
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Smitr]. That report is very
instructive and valuable. Inm it the department stated that they
were carrying on certain experiments and investigations in cer-
tain bureaus looking to a reduction in the cost of the elements
entering into commercial fertilizer. The resolution introduced
by me would bring that report down to date. I think it very
important that we have the information.

Mr. SMOOT. T ask that the resolution be read,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The resolution (S. Res. 435) was read, as follows;

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and
directed to ascertain as nearly as sible, and to report to the Senate
as soon as practicable, the following: The amount of commereial pot-
ash, nltroﬁen, and phosphorie acid avallable for fertllizer purposes,
and the price of each of these articles as compared with the prices for
19153 ; and to furnish any su§gestlons as to relleving the sitoation in
case the amount of any or all of these is insufficlent or the price pro-
hibitive, and to mr:rt.wbat investigations were made and with what
results, mentioned Senate Document 262, Bixty-fourth Congress, first
gession.

The VICE PRESIDENT. 1Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution?

Mr. JONES of Washington, Mr. President, I think that reso--
lution ought to go over until to-morrow. It is rather broad in
its scope, as I understand the language from hearing it read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over.

APPOINTMENT OF POSTAMASTERS.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I submit the resolution
which I send to the desk and ask unanimous consent for its
present consideration. I am inclined to think that a somewhat
similar resolution, offered the other day, was misunderstood to
some extent. The chairman of the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads made a motion to have it referred to that com-
mittee, I think with the idea that it called for a report from
that committee on the nominations, and that it asked for the
names of service men and ex-service men and widows of ex-
service men. It did not ask for that. If simply called for in-
formation; that information to be furnished to tlie Senate and
then subsequently disposed of by the Senate. This resolntion re-
lieves the committee entirely of that work and directs the in-
formation to be furnished to the Senate by the Postmaster
General,

I ask for the present consideration of the resolution.

Mr. LODGE. Let us have it read.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso-
lution. 3

The resolution (S. Res. 434) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and is hereby, directed to
send to the Senate the names of all former service men, and the widows
of such, recommended by him to the President for appointment as post-
masters and by the President submitted to the Senate for confirmation
and not as yet acted upon,

Mr. LODGE. In the absence of the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads, I think the resolution had
better go over. A resolution dealing with the same subject mat-
ter was objected to heretofore,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over.

CHANGES IN CUSTOMS SERVICE (8. DOC. NO. 339).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message
from the President of the United States, which was read, re-
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be
printed, as follows:

To the Senate and House of Reprecsentatives:

The sundry civil act approved August 1, 1914, contains the

following provisions, viz:

The President is authorized from time to time, as the exigencies of
the service may require, to rearrange, bar consolidation or otherwise, the
several customs collection districts and to continue ports of entr,‘y 5
abollshing the same or establishing others in their stead: Provided,
That the whole number of customs collection districts, ports of entry, or
either of them, shall at no time be made to exceed those now established
and anthorized P_X(‘(’E; as the same may hereafter be provided by law:
Provided further, That hereafter the collector of customs of each cus-
toms collection district shall be officially designated by the number of
the distriet for which he is apipolnted and not by the name of the port
where the headquarters are situated, and the President is aunthorized
from time to time to change the location of the headguarters in any
customs collection district as the needs of the service may require:
And provided further, That the President shall, at the beginning of each
regular session, submit to Congress a statement of all acts, if any, done
hereunder and the reasons therefor.

Pursuant to the requirements of the third proviso to the said
provision, I have to state that the following changes in the or-
ganization of the Customs Service have been made by Executive
order:

By Executive order dated February 2, 1920, customs collection dis-
trict No. 27 (southern Californin) was abolished and customs collection
districts Nos. 25 Diego) and 27 (Los Angeles) were created.

By Executive order dated February 27, 1020, the county of Alexan-
dria, Va., including the port of Alexandria, was transferred from cus-
toms collection distriet No. 13 (Maryland) to customs collection district
No. 14 (Virginia).

By Execntive order dated March 6, 1920, the port of Cedar Keys,
customs collection distriet No, 18 (Florida) was abolished.

By Executive order dated September 1, 1920, the Bort of Sulzer,
customs collection district No. 81 (Alaska), was abolished and a port
of entry was created at Craig in the same collection district.

All of the above changes were dictated by considerations of
economy and efficiency in the administration of customs and
other statutes with the enforcement of which the customs serv-
ice is charged, as well as the necessities and convenience of
commerce generally.

Woobprow WiLsow.

Tre WHite Housk,

25 Janunary, 1921.

THE CALENDAR.

The VICE PRESIDENT (at 12 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.).
The morning business is closed. The calendar under Rule VIII
is in order.

Mr..JONES of Washington. Mr, President, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate
bill 4554, to amend an act entitled “An act to create a Federal
power commission,” and so forth.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, we should have the ecalendar
considered. It is the experience of the Senate that we ought to
have one day a week when we can consider bills as they are
resiched on the ealendar. I objeect, and call for the regular
order.

Mr., JONES of Washington, I move that the Senate proceed
to the consideration of Senate bill 4554.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I make the point of order
that the motion of the Senator from Washington is not in order,
the bill not having been reached on the call of the calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained.

Mr, JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I did not know
that it had been arranged that to-day should take the place of
Monday. I did not understand that, or I would not have made
the motion; so I withdraw it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ii was agreed, by unanimous con-
sent, that to-day was to take the place of Calendar Monday.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I was not aware of that, or I
should not have made the request at all.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, T ask unanimous consent that
we begin at Order of Business 504, That is the place where the

Senate discontinued the consideration of the calendar on the
last calendar day.

Mr. ASHURST. That is fair.

Mr, KING. May I inquire whether in the event of the com-
pletion of the calendar from that number before the expiration
of the morning hour recurrence can be had to the first part of
the calendar?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Undoubtedly.

Mr, KING. I have no objection to the request of my col-
league.

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the eall of
the calendar will begin with Order of Business 504.

The bill (8. 3318) for the relief of Willis B. Cross was an-
nounced as first in order on the calendar.

Mr. THOMAS. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 515) to correct the military record of Charles
K. Bond, alias Kimball W. Rollins, was announced as next in
order,

Mr. THOMAS. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 8038) to amend section 4 of the act approved
July 17, 1916, known as the Federal farm loan act, extending
its provisions to Porto Rico, was announced as next in order,

Mr. McLEAN. I think that had better go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 4076) to amend section 4404 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States as amended by the act approved
July 2, 1918, providing that the supervising inspectors of the
Steamboat-Inspection Service be included under the classified
civil service, was announced as next in order.-

Mr, KING. I should like an explanation of that bill. I
reserve the right to object to its consideration.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not know whether the
senior Senator from Utah objects to the consideration of that
bill at this time or not.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes, Mr. President; I object.

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator objects.
that he had objected before.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 2003) to provide that robbery of a Federal reserve
bank or member bank shall constitute a felony, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. THOMAS. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 12266) to amend an act entitled “An act to
provide for vocational rehabilitation and return to civil em-
ployment of disabled persons discharged from the military or
naval forces of the United States, and for other purposes,” up-
proved June 27, 1918, as amended by the act of July 11, 1919,
was announced as next in order,

Mr. SMOOT. That bill ean not be considered under the five-
minute rule, and I therefore ask that it may go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over,

. T. DINGLER.

The bill (H. R, 974) for the relief of W. T. Dingler was con-
sidered as in Commitiee of the Whole. It proposes to pay
$60.63 to W. T. Dingler, the amount paid by him as bondsman
for postmistress at Zebulon, Ark., to cover loss occasioned by the
destroying of the post office by cyclone April 29, 1909.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

C. V. HINKLE.

The bill (H. R. 4184) for the relief of C. V. Hinkle was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to
C. V. Hinkle, late clerk in post office, Conway, Ark., $1,308.33
for salary for 29 months at the rate of $1,000 per annum, the
period during which he was dismissed fromr duty as said post-
office clerk, upon charges preferred, which charges were found
unfrue, and by Executive order he was reinstated, it being found
that the real culprit was not said Hinkle, but another person,
who is now serving a Federal penitentiary term.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

OSCAR SMITH.

The bill (H. R. 644) for the relief of Osear Smith was an-
nounced as next in order.

The reading clerk read the bill.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I shall be glad to hear the report
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. SPENcEr], who has this bill
in charge, as to whether there is any liability upon the part of
the Government to make payment for the amount named in the
bill.

I knew
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Mr. SPENCER. The department were of the opinion that
there was. The service was rendered, and the committee were
of the opinion that the man was entitled to his compensation.

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator if there was an
obligation upon the part of the Government and the man
rendered serviees, whether there is not somre guthority now by
which the department could make compensation?

Mr. SPENCER. The committee found no such authority.
The passage of this bill by the House was the reason for its
approval by the Committee on Claims. There is quite an elab-
orate report on the bill, which I shall be glad to read to the
Senator. It sets out the facts in the case somewhat at length,
and the opinions of the departments are in it as well.

Mr, KING. I shall.not ask the Senator to take the time of
the Senate for that purpose. If the Senator can recall the facts
and upon his recollection of them is of the opinion that this is
a valid claim against the Government, I shall not object. If,
upon the contrary, there is dubiety in the Senator's mind with
regard to that matter, I shall object to its consideration.

Mr. SPENCER. I can not say to the Senator that the facts
in the casge, which are somewhat extensive, are clear in my own
mind.

Mr, KING. Then I ask that the bill go over, and I shall be
ﬂﬂddto examine the report between now and the next calendar

onday.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (H. R. 1789) for the relief of Thomas P. Darr was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1313) for the relief of Francis Nicholson was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

EXPORTATION OF SUGAR.

The bill (8. 4420) to prohibit the exportation of sugar, and
for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
McNary] introduced and reported this bill. The last time the
calendar was under consideration I made the statement that
the bill ought to be indefinitely postponed, but that I would not
make the motion until I had spoken to the Senator. Sinece that
time I have cnlled the Senator’s attention to the bill, and he
agrees that it shall be indefinitely postponed. Therefore I make
that motion.

The motion was agreed to.

INTERFERENCE WITH COMMERCE.

The bill (8. 4204) to prohibit interference with commerce was
announced as next in order.,

AMr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, the Senator from’ Wis-
consin [Mr. La Foruerre], who is greatly interested in this bill,
is not here and wanted to be here when it was considered. I
therefore ask that it go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

AWARD OF DECORATIONS.

The bill (8. 4432) to provide for awarding decorations,
devices, or insignia to the next of kin of deceased persons who
would have been entitled to receive the same, and making it
unlawful for anyone other than’the person authorized to do so
to wear such decoration, device, or insignia, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. KING. DMr. President, I should like to inqunire of some
member of the Military Affairs Committee what is the reason of
the provision found in the last lines of section 2, which reads
as Tollows: !

That honornble szparation from the service of the United Btates of
persons who would otherwise be entitled to receive them shall not
prokibit or preclude the issuance to such persons of such decorations.

I would like to inquire whether or not the existing law pro-
hibits the reception of such honors by persons who are not
within the service and who would be entitled to such insignia,
decorations, and so forth, if they were within the service; and
< {f there is an existing law which prohibits it, is it the intention
to repeal that law by this enactment? It would seem to me
that if there is a law prohibiting the devices, decorations, and
emblems from being distributed to those who have been sepa-
ratwed from the service, there must have been some reason for
such a statuie, and if this is intended to repeal that statute,
there ought to be some reasons assigned for such, action. I
should be very glad if some member of the Military Affairs
Committee would offer some explanation in regard to that
matter. I dislike very much to object to this bill, because I

am in entire sympathy with it, if T understand its terms; vet T
do not quite understand why such a provision of law is neces-
sary. i

Mr. SMOOT. I object to its consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. e

CLAIM OF WILLIAM M, II. HART.

The bill (8. 2665) for the relief of Prof. William H. H. Hart,
principal of the Hart Farm School and Junior Republic for
Dependent Children, to establish Hart University, and to provide
1’03 its maintenance and support, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The resolution (8. Res. 377) referring to the Court of Claims
the bill (8. 2665) for the relief of Prof. William H. H. Hart,
principal of the Hart Farm School and Junior Republic for
Dependent Children, was announced as next in order.

Mr, POINDEXTER. May I ask the Senator from Utah a
question? This resolution and the bill just passed over refer
to the same matter? ;

Mr. SMOOT. They refer to the same matter, but I think
that as this claim of Prof. Hart has been here so long it ought
to go to the Court of Claims, so that court can decide as to
whether he has any actual claim against the Government or not.

Mr. POINDEXTER. It occurred to me that as-both refer
to the same matter, one or the other of them ought to be in-
definitely postponed and taken off the calendar.

Mr. SMOOT. That will be done. The bill will be indefinitely
posiponed if the claim is referred to the Court of Claims. That
is all there is to it. If the resolution is agreed to, I shall move
immediately for the indefinite postponement of Senate bill 2665.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to the con-
sideration of Senate resolution 377%

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let it be reported.

o The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the resolu-
on.

The reading clerk read the resolution (8. Res. 377) reported
by Mr. SPENCER from the Committee on Claims, as follows:

Resolved, That the bill (S. 2065) for the relief of Prof. Willlam H. IL
Hart.'princés::l of the Hart Farm School and Jumior Republic for
Dependent ildren, now pending in the Senate, ether with all the
accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court

Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act
to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” ap-

ved Mavch 3, 1911 ; and the said court shall proceed ‘with the same
n accordance with the provisions of such act and report to the Senate
in accordance therewith,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Before the resolution is disposed of, T

-would like to ask the Senator from Utah on what terms the

claim is to go to the Court of Claims. 1Is the eourt to find a
judgment, ascertain the facts, or what?

Mr. SMOOT. Under the resolution the court will ascertain
the facts in the case. There ig no requirement for a judgment,
and Congress will have to make an appropriation to cover what-
ever the court may decide is due Prof. Hart. ,(This is to de-
termine the facts in the case.

Mr. FLETCHER. Will the action of the Senate adopting
the resolution dispose of Senate bill 26657

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I have just stated that I would imme-
diately move for the indefinite postponement of Senate bill 2665
if the resolution is agreed to.

Mr. LENROOT. I should like fo ask the Senafor from Utah,
or the chairman, or some other member of the committee,
whether the committee are satisfied that this is a valid claim?

Mr. SMOOT. I think there is an amount really due Prof.
Hart. I would like to have the Court of Claims ascertnin the
amount. I do not know wheiher the Senator has ever read
the long hearings which have been held before the Appropria-
tions Committees for several years in regard to the burning of
Prof. Hart's school; but I have gone through the testimony
carefully, and I have concluded, as I think any other Senator
will who will read it, that Prof. Hart has a valid claim, and [
just want it to go to the Court of Claims that the court may
ascertain the amount.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the bill (8. 2665) for the relief
of Prof. William L. H. Hart, principal of the Hart Farm School
and Junior Republic for Dependent Children, to establish Hart
University, and to provide for its maintenance and support, be
indefinitely postponed.

The motion was agreed to,

SUPERINTENDENT OF WEIGHTS, Ll'f!AST..'RHS, AND MARKETS,

The bill (H. R. 8067) to establish standard weights and
measures for the District of Columbia; to define the duties of
the #fuperintendent of weights, measures, and markets of the
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District of Go!nn?bln. and for other purposes, was announced as

next in order.
Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

BOULEVARD ON MISSIONARY RIDGE.

The bill (H. . 12502) providing for a report on the cost of
improving and maintaining the Government boulevard on Mis-
sionary Ridge, in the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National
Military Park, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. SMOOT. There is no report accompanying the bill, and
I would like to have the Senator from Tennessee [Mr, Mc-
Kenrazr] give an explanation of it.

Mr. McKELLAR. There is a full explanation given in the
bill itself. It states the facts concerning this road.

Mr, SMOOT, Then let it be read.

Mr. McKELLAR. I hope the Senator will permit it fo be
;-eag!,' because that is the best way to get a statement of the

ac

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read.

The Assistant Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That for the purpose of ascertaining
improvement and maintain in proper condition for iravel the Gov-
ernment boulevard on Misslonary Ridge, in the Chickamauga
Chattanocga National Mili Park, from the north end of said road,
near East Chattanoozu in ITamilton Count to Rossville, in
Walker County, Ga. (a distance of 7 or 8 m.des), Secretary of War
i3 hereby anthorlsed and directed to cause an examination of sald road
to be made, and a report to be made the Chickamauga and Chatta-
nooga National Military Park Commission of the approximate cost of
such improvement and the manner im which it can be and shnuld be
done. The said commission shall rt estimates of the cost of said
improvement by concrete surface, and other r methods. The cost
of concrete surface, gutters, excavations, and wherever necessary
shall be orted, and the cost of graveling excavations and fills, if
that method shall be deemed best; and the maintenance of such road,
per annum, by ciling and other maans shall also be reported.

No material change shall be made in the line of the road as now
established, nor s ikie cost of any excavations or fills be considered
except where it may be ahso]atel{.rd necessary for a first-class boulevard ;

the cost of

.but estimates for t.he cost of ening the road wherever it shall be
necessa be made.
It shall alm rt what the cost of concreting the road in its

ent condition, withont additional fills or excavationg, will be; an

cost of graveling and maintenance per annum would be, includ'ing ollmg
and the difference between the cost and maintenance of a concrete roa
per annum and the sgrm'eled and oiled roa

The commission shall report to the Secretary—of War, as hereln pro-
vided, within four months from the passage of this act, and the
becretnry of War shall transmit this report to Congress with his rec-
ommendations ‘n the premises,

The cost of such examination and ort shall not exceed $1,000,
and go much of sald sum as is necessary to make such examination “and
report 1s hereby authorized to be appropriated out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

Mr. SMOOT. Why does the Senator ask for an appropria-
tton to earry out this work? Can it not be done under the
general appropriations which are made?

Mr. McKELLAR. I understand not. It is a House bill, and
I understand that it will require a small appropriation to carry
out what is provided in the bill. If the Senator feels that the
amount provided is too much and wants it made $500, I should
think the work could be done for $500.

Mr. SMOOT. It seems to me that $300 would be ample.

Mr. McKELLAR. The only trouble about it is that it is
now so late in the session that if we amended the bill it would
be difficult to have it become a law. I hope the Senator will let
it pass without amendment, because it is a matter which ought
to be attended to, and it ought to be attended to at once.

Mr, SMOOT. Is this survey and examination to be made
upon Government-owned lands entirely?

Mr. McKELLAR. I understand that the road is largely
through the park and goes out a short distance to the fort.
The Government owns and controls it. It is Government prop-

erty.

AMr, SMOOT. The Government owns the whole of it?

Mr, McKELLAR. It owns the whole of it, I understand,

Mr. SMOOT. I move to strike out “$1,000” and insert
“ sﬁm‘n

Mr. McKELLAR. I hope the Senator will not offer that
amendiment, because it will be difficnlt to get the bill through
at this session unless we agree fo it as It is.

AMr. SMOOT. There will be plenty of time for a conference.

Mr. McKELLAR. Yery well.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the
amendment.

The ASSISTANT SEcrRETARY. On page 3, line 2, strike out
21,000 " and in lieu insert * $500.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.

The amendment was ordered te be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

‘sum of $189.94 ;

BILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (8. 4337) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury
to provide medical, surgical, and hospital services and supplies
for discharged soldiers, sailors, marines, Army and Navy
nurses (male and female), and for other purposes, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. THOMAS. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The resolution (8. Iles. 380) referring to the Court of Claims
the bill (8. 2673) for the relief of James L. Vai was announced
as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let the resolution go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be passed over.

The bill (8. 8483) for the relief of George T. Hamilton was
announced as next in order,

Mr. KING. Let it go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go over.

The bill (8. 4057) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy fo
remove the charge of desertion under certain conditions from the
records of former members of the naval service, and for other

was anpounced as next in order.

Mr. THOMAS. Let the bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be passed over.

The bill (S, 4322) for the relief of Philip A. Hertz was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. THOMAS. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

ESTATES OF 1. 6. WICKERSHAM AXD OTHERS.

The bill (S. 4501) for the relief of certain estates was con-
sidered as in Commitiee of the Whole and was read, as Tollows:

Be it engeted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hembx.tauﬂmrised and tllrl_meci:tad‘_mi tf %y, out of nny mo;ueiy in the '.‘It.'rﬁu.-o;‘_se
ury not o approp! o the personal representa
of the eatn‘r.e of I. G. Wickersham, late of Cali.tornla, the sum of
$4,884.51 ; to the estate of George W. "Cla ton, late of Colorado, the sum
of '$710. oi ‘to the esmte of Samuel H. Gslpin, the sum of §187.31; to
the estate of William I. Townsend, the sum of $3,780.27—all late of

necti ida 8. Cook, the sum of §997.98; to
the estate of E ont the sum of $222.86; to the esiate of
George W, Hoffman, the sum of $1,096.20; to the estate of Theodore
Lattan, the sum of $205.90 ; to the estate of Abner M, , the su
$303.90 ; to the estate of Asron H, McClurg, the sum of §142.50; to the
estate of ‘W!lliam J. McDowell, the sum of $92.96; to the estate «of
Francis E. Ri ¥ the sum of $715.14 ; to the estafe of Willlam H. Balis-
, the num o ? to the estate of Francis T. Wheeler, the sum
of 542? 34—all late of iI.linois to the estate nf Helen P on, the
sum_ of $166.78; to the estate of Elizabeth g‘ the sum of
$365.62—all late’of Indiana ; to the estate of Booth Giovcr, the sum
of $0657.19; to the estate of 0. Marinoni, the sum of $1,011, 71——ail lute
of Luuisiana to the ecstate of Mary C. rson, the sum of $142.06; to
the estaté of Henry W. Kingsbury, the sum of 830 .88 ; to the c»stnte of
William Renshaw, the sum of $353.52—all late of land ; to the
estate of Clara A. H, Adams, the sum of $258.8T7; to the estate of
Charles \V. §. Adams, the sum of $15481; to the estate of John K. P,
h, the sum of §418.13; to he estate of R obert Bartlett, the sum of
$110 57 ; to the estate or Ju]i A. Beal, the sum of $148.50; to the estate
of Lymnn Brooks, the sum of 5118.53 to the estate of John W. Corey,
the sum ot 8181.82 to the e of Harriet B Chapman, the sum o
385.40 ; to the estate of Sunn Eml:y unningha , the sum of $382.54;
o the estate of Naney M. Downer, the sum of §3, B11.74: to the estate
of Willlam G. Doe, the sum of $646.653; to the estate of Chauncey G.
Fuller, the sum of $“OB 40 ; to the estate of Mary ¥. Fletcher, the sum
of $118.74; to the estate of Elizabeth J. Gree the sum of §118.20;
to. the estate of Pauline Gerry, the sum of 3 3 ta the estate of
Mary H. Grosvenor, the sum of $163.42: to the aatate of Frederick A.
(::ibert the sum of $355.26; to the estate of David N. Holway, the sum
of 5135 68 ; to 1hc estate of Elizabeth F. Harvey, the sum of $1,011.90;
to the estate of Susan B. Lyman, the sum of $2,078.96; to the estate o
Elizabeth P. Loring, the sum of $L.B05.55; to the estate of Mary S.
Moore, the sum of $77.34: to the estate of Tisther B, B. Pettae, the sum
of $185.81 ; to the estate of Eliza A. Paine, the sum of $1,247.61; to the
estate of Charles H. Pinkham, the sum of $1,014.66; to the eﬂtate of
George A. Sammet, the sum of 5314 "0 to the estate of George Bhorey,
the sum of $583. 58; to the es Mary E. Stesrns. the sum of
$801.14 ; to the estate of Adenne G Seccumb the sum of $128.60 ; to the
estate of Cecilla Tully, the sum of £114.01 ; to the estate of Gllman J.
Wright, the sum of 159. 70 ; to the estate of Francis W. Wright, the
to the eslxte of Francis W. Wood, the sum of $306.24 ;
to the estate of Mar ng‘ the sum of $118.53; to the cstate
of James F. Steve ns, tbe su 73.40—all late of Massachusetts ; to
the estate of Ja Hubbell, the sum of §1,286.44, late of Michigan; to
the estate of E 1za C Gardner, the sum of 42 to the estate of
Frederick Heman, the sum of s334 18; to the estate of Wiliam Koken,
of §000.01; to the te of Thomas M. Page, the sum of
$l 894 80 to the estate of Char the sum ur 82 09494 ; to
the estn.te of Eliza R. Paschall, the sum of §836.86; to the estate of
Thomas Rankin, jr., the sum of $?IG 63 ; to the estate of William Senter,
;1{&1 suglg of Slhgﬁ.zl to the estate of Edward Walsh, the sum of

estate of Catherine .. Wainwright, the sum of
$15, ITB.BO—all late of Alissouri; to the estate of John E. Caffrey, the
sum of $426.26; to the estate of Peter C. Diehl, the sum of 666? 47 ;
to the estate of Hope Z. Deacon, the sum of 5?93 58: to the estate of
Walter Ferrier, the sum of $437.12: to the estate of Garret A. Hooper,
the sum of $558.64 ; to the estate of Frederic Wood, the sum of $924—
all late of New Jerse to the estate of Serena P. Appleton, the sum of
$387.10; to the esta William II. Appleton, the sum of $2.580.34;
10 the estate of Theodure M. Barnes, the sum of $308.58 ; to the estate
of Alice A, Bacon, the sum of §1838.19 ; to the estate of Sophia 1. Beach,
the sum of . 64538 to the estate of Catharine Bolken, the sum of
311823 to the estate of Thomas H. Barowsk: ty 1he Suna of $845.60; to
e estate of Frank A, Burnham, the sum o $81 ; to the estate of
Alex Gordon Bradley. ‘the sum.of $509.83; to the ostate of Julins P.
Child, the sum of $172.02; to the estate of James A. Christie, the sum
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of §564: to the estate of Lucretin G. Clowes, the sum of $4,249.35; to
the estate of James Devlin, the sum of $179.63; to the estate of Miln
N. Dayton, the sum of $242.23; to the estate of Cornelia B. De Peyster,
the sum of $172.41; to the estale of Willlam G. Evans, the sum of
465.06: to the estate of Benjamin T. Frothingham, the sum of
3,338,092 ; to the estate of Virginia D. Furman, the sum of $515.22;
0 the estate of Thomas Fenton, the sum of $997.750; to the estate of
Thomas Gould, the sum of $695.12; to the estate of William H. Gelshe-
nen, the sum of $2,325.57 ; to the estate of Margaret Hilliard, the sum
of $5H98.56; to the estate of Mary Ann Hayes, the sum of $605.22; to
the estate of Pierre Humbert, the sum of $2,815.08; to the estate of
Emma F. Hall, the sum of $234.96; to the estate of l\iary Hanstein, the
sum of $171.42; to the estate of Philip J. Holzderber, the sum of
$270.36; to the estate of J. Lee Judson, the sum of $2,681.76; to the
estate of Sarah M. Knight, the sum of $454.02 ; to the estate of Edward
Kelly, the sum of $1,805.94; to the estate of MMK Ann Kissam, the
sum of $668.30; to the estate of Daniel D. Lake, the sum of $282.86;
to the estate of J, Nelson Low, the sum of $83.65; to the estate of
Phoebe A, Lowerre, the sum of $98.38; to the estate of John MecCul-
lough, the sum of $121.72; to the estate of John McDermott, the sum
of $202.66: to the estate of Morris Mark, toe sum of $1,847.26; to the
estate of John II. Moss, the sum of $734.88; to the estate of Jane D.
Marks, the sum of $612.13; to the estate of Michael Murphy, the sum
of $2,640.90 ; to the estate of Courtlandt D. Moss, the sum of $1,061.10;
to the estate of Alfred Ray, the sum of $4,508.80 ; to the estate of Agnes
' H. Robinson, the sum of $525.68; to the estate of James Robley, the
sum of $383.84 : to the estate of William M. Rice, the sum of $2,690.27;
to the estate of Mary R. Swan, the sum of $4.204.15; to the estate of
Helene Sommerhoff, the sum of $1,022.63; to the estate of Julia Stans-
bury, the sum of $584.29; to the estate of John R. Thomas, the sum of
£1,697.73; to the estate of Julia K. Thomas, the sum of $102,03; to
the estate of Sarah A, Townsend, the sum of $1,951.12: to the estate of
Sarah A. Thomson, the sum of $331.90; to the estate of Charles Unger,
the sum of $7,600.58; to the estate of Daniel E. Wyand. the sum of
£106.02; to the estate of Sarah M. Weston, the sum of $2920.53; to
the estate of William Sanford Weeks, the sum of $161.12; to the estate
of Nicolaus Will, the sum of $310.36—all late of New York; to the
estate of Charles Baker, the sum of $1,118.81; to the estate of Emerine
Baldwin, the sum of $1,070; to the estate of John W. Moore, the sum
of $380.55; to the estate of James M. Smith, the sum of $532.56—all
late of Ohio; to the estate of Charles Caleb Cresson, the sum of
$1,139.45; to the estate of James 8. Cox, the sum of $950.34; to the
eatate of Franklin B. Eisen, the sum of $965.568 ; to the estate of George
W. Farr, the sum of $527.86 ; to the estate of Morton P. Henry, the sum
of §1,7G6.15; to the estate of David Hey, the sum of $185.98; to the
estate of Griffith Marﬁm Hopkins, the sum of $2,600.83; to the estate
of Annie Henderson, the sum of $172; to the estate of Susan W. Long-
streth, the sum of $105.49; to the estate of Willlam M. Levering, the
sum of $357.96; to the estate of Josiah Miller, the sum of $515.52; to
the estate of Stephen P, M. ker, the sum of $883.35; to the estate
of Josephine 8. White, the sum of $282.93—all late of Pennsylvania;
and to the estate of John Scowcraft, late of Utah, the sum of $603.93,
or so muoch thereof as may be due under the decisions of the Supreme
Court of the United States {(see United States v. Jones, and McCoach v.
Pratt, reported in 236 U. 8. Rep., decided in January, 1915).

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,

and passed,
DILLS PASSED OVER.

The bill (H. RR. 1856) for the relief of Arthur J. Burdick was
announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. Let the bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. IR. 9794) for the relief of Wendell Phillips Lodge,
No. 365, Knights of Pythias, was announced as next in order.

Mr. SMOOT. There is no report accompanying the bill, I
ask that it may go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 7567) for the relief of G. T. and W. B. Hast-
ings, partners trading as Hastings Bros,, was announced as next
in order. :

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be passed over.

The bill (8. 4005) to carry out the findings of the Court of
Claims in the case of_the Fore River Shipbuilding Co. was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let the bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

REUBEN R. HUNTER. .

The bill (8. 676) for the relief of Reuben R. Hunter was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I hope there will
be no objection to the consideration of the bill. It is a very
meritorious matter, It has been fully considered by the com-
mittee having the bill in charge, and I feel sure it would be
regarded as a meritorious bill by Senators if they understood it.

Mr. KING. I will withhold objection while the Senator may
make an explanation of it.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The case is a simple one. In
191G there was a forest fire in New Mexico, and Mr. Hunter,
with others, volunteered to help fight that fire. In doing so he
suffered such injuries that he became totally blind. The bill
simply makes provision for him to come within the terms of the
compensation act of 1916, the same as though he were an em-
ployee of the United States. The young man is totally blind,

totally dependent, and the bill gives him the right of a Federal
employee in that respect. I hope that the bill may be passed.

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator whether he has
considered the wisdom and propriety of putting into the com-
pensation eclass individuals who are not. employees of the
Government? Would it not be better to make a direct appro-
priation rather than assign to such persons a class or status
which they do not enjoy?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I will say to the Senator that
the bill as originally prepared by me provided for a lump-sum
appropriation, but the Committee on Claims, which had the
matter in hand, decided that it would be better to deal with
it in this way. So the bill as amended is really the bill of the
Committee on Claims. They considered the matter at great
length. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. HENpERSON], the Sena-
tor from Missouri [Mr. SeeExcer], and other members ef the
committee gave very careful consideration to the bill and sug-
gested this manner of dealing with the matter.

I see no reason in the world why the young man should not
have the status of an employee serving the Government of the
United States at the time of a desperate emergency, aiding in
saving a very large amount, in value, of property of the
United States. The committee has given the matter full con-
sideration, and, being a unanimous report of the committee,
I trust there will be no objection to the bill

Mr. SMOOT. This is virtually a pension for life. There is
no telling what it will eost. It provides for the payment of
$66.67 per month. We have had men fight for our country
and receive as great injuries who do not receive so much per
month. There ought to be some rule applied in these cases,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If the Senator will permit me,
the bill merely proposes to comply with the rule which has
been already established in the case of Federal employees,
This is a case of total blindness. If the individual had been
an employee of the United States, he would have been entitled
under existing law to precisely this amount of compensation.
It is in order to conform with that law and put him in the
same status as an employee that the bill is proposed to be
amended by the committee. I think that the bill as amended
by the committee complies with the suggestion which the
Senator from Utah has just made,

Mr. SMOOT. I have not looked it up, and I do not know
whether the amounf is correct or not.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The report of the committee con-
tains a statement from the department upon the subjeet. The
department suggested the amount, in order to make it conforin
to what the beneficiary would have received had he been in
the employ of the United States. That is all in the report of the
committeé, At the end of the report of the committee the Sen-
ator will find the statement from an official of the department.

Mr, SPENCER, Mr. President, may I say to the Senator
from Utah that the department stated that the maximum com-
pensation provided for employees of the United States is $66.67
a month and suggested that the bill be changed so as to allow
Mr. Hunter compensation in the sum of $66.67, which is the pro-
vision of the amended bill. There can be no doubt that if the
man had been in the employ of the Government he would have
been entitled to this amount under the compensation law of the
United States,

Mr. SMOOT. There is no such suggestion here. Mrs. Axtell,
of the United States Employees' Cqmpensatiun Commission
SAys:

Fenator HeExpERSON’S amendment appears to be in proper form to
permit the commission to compensate Mr. Hunter in the manner out-
lined by the act of September 7, 1916. The maximum compensation
provided for employees of the United States, however, is $66.67 a
month, whereas it would seem that the amendment contemplates that
Mr. Hunter shall receive $100 a month. I would mtfgest that the
amended bill be chan to allow Mr. Hunter compensation in the sum
of 566,67 a month, which is the maximum allowed under the tpr(wlﬁiou
of section 6 of the compensation act. I would alzo suggest that the pro-
visions of the compensation act might be extended to Mr. Humter to
take effect from September 7, 1916, the date of the passage of the act.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The committee advised that com-
pensation should be fixed at the rate of $100 a month. The
department suggested that it ought to be reduced to the com-
pensation allowed under the act.

Mr. FLETCHER. May I inquire of the Senator from New
Mexico whether the injury occurred while the party was actu-
ally doing work for the Government?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. That is quite true, I may say
to the Senator. He, together with other parties in the vicinity
where the forest fire was raging, volunteered their services and
went into the forest reserve and engaged in putting out a very
large forest fire. In doing that he suffered injury to his eyes
which resulted in total blindness, He has no means of support,
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and, of course, is dependent upon others, as anyone would be
who-is totally blind: He is a young man about 22 or 23 years
of age and through his whole future must suffer in that con-
dition.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to:the considera-
tion of the bill? . -

Mr, SMOOT. I suppose since we are going to enter upon the
policy of having individualg outside of the Government service
penusioned by the Government, this is just as good a way as any.
Perhaps I had better not object to. it.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike ont
all after the enacting clause and to insert:

That the United States Employees’ Compensation: Commission Is hereby
anthorized and directed to award and pady to: Beuben R, Hunter, of
Deming, N, Mex,, who suffered a total and permanent loss of sight in
both eyes as a result of voluntarily fighting a forest fire on Govern-
ment land in: the vicinity of Clondcroft, Otero County, N. Mex., in May,
1904, in an effort to é:u-otect valuable standing timber and other 7pm'l:r-
erty of the United Stafes, compensation at the rate of $66.67 per
month, from September 7, 1816, for the od and In the manner pro-
vided by the aet entitled “An act to provide comggnsation for employees
of the United States suffering injuries while in t mﬂmrmance of their
duties, and for other purposes,” approved Segte T, 1910, for the
payment of compensation for permanent disability of a civil employee
resulting frem personal injury sustained while engaged in: the perform-
ance of his duty.

The amendment was agreed to.

The: bill was. reported to the Senate as amended and the
amendment was concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; read

the third time, and passed,
AWARD OF DECORATIONS,

Mr, PHELAN. My. President, I ask unanimous consent to re-
cur fo Senate bill 4432, which came up on the calendar during:
my {emporary absence and was objected to. The bill was in-
troduced by me.

My, SMOOT. Mr. President, I think we had better proceed
with the calendar in regular order and get through with it before
returning to bills which have been objected to.

Mr, PHELAN. I submit that 2 o’clock may arrive before the
regular call is completed.

Mr, SMOOT. Then the bill may be called up later,

Mr. KING. I join in the request of the Senator from Cali-
fornia. The Dbill went over on my objeetion, but since falking
with the Senator from California I think it is a measure which
ought to be passed. It is a bill granting decorations and in-
signia to the next of kin of certain persons upon whom they
were originally bestowed and who have since died.

Mr. PHELAN. It is Order of Business 592 on the calendar,
and I trust the senior Senator from Utah will yield for its con-
sideration. 2

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the consideration of the
bill referred to; but I am going to object to the consideration of
any other bills out of order. I should like to go on with thie
calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera-
tion of the bill named by the Senator from California [Mr.
Puaerax]? The bill has been read.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4432) to provide for
awarding decorations, devices, or insignia to the next of kin of
deceased persons who would have been entitled to receive the
same, and making it unlawful for anyone otlier than the person
authorized to do so to wear such deceration, device, or insignia,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That whenever under the lawa of the United
States or under rules and re tions of the War or Nu.;{a -
ments made in conformity therewith any decoration, cross, medal, "
button, ha.dfe, ribbon, star, or other emblem, device, or las
been, or shull hereafter be, aw. to .any person by reason of any act,
deed, conduct; or service in, or in connection with, any war, cam i
or expedition in which the United States has engaged or shall
engage, and such person shall have died prior to.receiving the same,
said decoration, device, or insignia sball be delivered to such of the
next of kin of the deceased person or to his widow, as the Presidémt
may prescribe, and upon such terms and conditions as the President may
prescribe, and if such person has died or shall hereafter die prior to the
award to which he would otherwise have been entitied such award ma
be posthumously made, in the discretion of the President, and' suc
decoration, device, or insignia delivered to such mext of Kin, or to his
widow, upon such terms and conditions as the President may preseribe.

See. 2. That honorable separation from the serviee of the United
States of Eersons who would otherwise be entitied to receive them shall
not prohibit or preclude the issuance to such persons of such decora-
tions, devieces, emblems, or insignia as may have beer or as may; here-
after be authorized, allowed, or ordered to be awarded, issued, or
bestowed upon persons in the service of: the United States; and the
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy are authorized, after
the proper award thercof is made, to issue thch

decoratien, device, em-
blem, or insignia to the former personnel their tive depart-

ments so entitled thereto, regardless of their: previous separation from

0,
the service of the United States: Provided, That such decorations, ems |

blems, devices, or insignia will hereafter be issued without charge to
officers, warrant officers. and enlisted men entitled thereto,

Sne. 8., That it shall be unlawful for any person to wear or to display
upon his or her person within the United Statés or an:; othier pleee sub-
Ject to its jurisdiction with intent to deceive or mislead, any decora-
tion, cross, medal, bar, eclasp, button, star, ribbon, badge, stripe, or
other emblem, insignia, or device heretofore or hereafter auth , con-
ferred, issued, or authorized to be worn under the laws of the United
States, or under any rules and regulations of the War or Navy Depart-
ments made in conformity with the laws of the United States, by reason
of, or to indicate heroic, distinguishied, or meritorious acts, deeds, or
conduct in the service of the United States, or honorable participation
in the service of the United States in any war, campaign, or expedition
in which the United States has been, or is, or shall be, a party, except
the person upen account of whose a deeds, conduet, participation in,

.or connection: with, such war, such emblem, insignia, or device was

awarded, bestowed, or issued, or such other person as may be authorized
by law or the order pursuant to which the same was awarded,

stowed, or issued to wear the same. Any person violating the provi-
sions of this section shall upen: comviction be punished by a fine not
exceeding $800 or imprisonment for not exceeding 90 days, or by both

‘such fine and imprisonment.

Sec. 4. That no print;, eut._oig pictorial representation of any medal,
claep, button, badge, ribbon, emblem, or other decoration. or

cross,
award to any person by reason of a duct, or service in

act, deed, con
\or in conneetion with any war in which the United States has partiel-

3 bl rim
é’:ﬁ?&&ﬁ.?ﬁ? 02 in: connection &“ttﬁ, a::%dbt?ermt gh&nﬁrm
pany, or corporation for any purpose other than. such as be au-
thorized by the Semtag of War or of the Navy. g

son violating the provisions of this section: shall, upon con c‘!ion
thereof, be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or imprisonment not
exceeding one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed. for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

BUSINESS PASSED OVER,

The bill (8. 4372) to encourage the establishment of farms
and suburban homes by veterans of the World War was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that bill zo over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. y

The next business on the calendar was the: joint resolution
(8. J. Res. 203) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his discre-
tion, to turn over to the county commissioners of Dickinson
County, Kans:, suitable pontoon equipment for temporary use
across the Smoky Hill River at Chapman, Kans,

Mr. CURTIS. T move that the joint resolution be indefinitely
postponed.

The motion was agreed to.

NATIONAL BUDGHT SYSTEM.

The bill (H. RR. 14441) to provide a national budget system and
an independent audit of Government accounts, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order. -

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I desire to ask my colleague
whether this is the bill which finally came from conference and
wias passed by the other House? ~

Mr. SMOOT. The hill was passed by the otlier House, I will
eay to the Senator from Utah, in order to conform to the objee-
tion which was made to the original budzet bill by the President.
There are a number of Senators who desire when the hill comes
up for consideration to be present. 1 know there are many
Senators who feel that the bill as it was originally reported
and passed the dther House and first came to the Senate ought
now to be insisted upon when the subject is considered by the
Senate, ’

Mr. RKING. I expressed the view some time ago that we
ought to pass the bill over the President’s veto, because I do
not believe that the objection® urged by the President was
grounded upon a proper’interpretation of the Comstitution of
the United States.

Tlie VICE PRESIDENT. There being objection, the bill will
be passed over.

WATER-POWER PROJECTS WITHIN NATIONAT PARKS,

The bill: (8. 4554) to amend an act entitled “An act to create
a Federal Power Commission; to provide for the improvement
of navigation; the development of water power; the use of the
publie lands in relation thereto; and to repeal section 18 of the
river and harbor appropriation act, approved August 8, 1917, and
for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1920, was announced as
next in order:

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President; I wish to inquire
if objeetion was made: to the present censideration of Senate
bill 45547

AMr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator from: Washington
[Mr. Joxes] if this is the measure to which he referred?

Mr: JONES- of Washington. Yes.

Mr. KING: Then L have mo objection to- the consideration
of the bill, Mr. President:

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill,.
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The Assiétnnt Secretary read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter no permit, license, lease, or
authoglzation for dams, eonduits, reservoirs, power houses, transmission
lines, or other works for storage or carriage of water, or for the develop-
ment, transmission, or utilization of Eower, within the limits of any
paticnal park or national monument shall be granted or made without
specific anthority of Congress, and so much of the act of Congress ap-
proved Jumne 10, 1920, entitled “An act to create a Federal Power Com-
mission ; to provide for the improvement of navigation; the development
of water power ; the use of the public lands in relation thereto; and to
repeal section 18 of the river and harbor appropriation act, approved
August 8, 1917, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1920, as
authorizes licensing such uses of natlonal parks and national monu-
ments by the Federal Power Commission is hereby repealed.

Mr. BORAH. That bill can not be disposed of this morning.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Senator from Idaho may
object to its consideration.

Mr. BORAH. I object to its consideration.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Mr. President, I desire to say a
few words in connection with the bill which has just been read.
I was not able distinetly to hear the reading of the bill, but I
understand that it was introduced by the Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr. Joxes] for the purpose of eliminating national
parks from the jurisdiction of the Water Power Commission.

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is correct.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I think, perhaps, it would be ap-
propriate to say in this connection that the Senator from Wash-
ington, as well as myself, is under obligation to bring this
matter to the consideration of the Senate with all speed, and
unless there is some special reason I hope the measure will have
consideration.

When the water power bill was transmitted to the Senate for
consideration an objection was made——

Mr., BORAH. Mr. President, I do not desire to object to the
remarks of the Senator from Montana, but I understand the
bill is not under consideration. There was objection to the bill
~ Mr. WALSH of Montana. I so understand; but I will take
oceasion at this time to say what I desire to say, with the per-
mission of the Senate.

An objection was made to the bill by the Secretary of the
Interior, Mr. Payne, upon the ground that it granted the water-
power commission created by that act the authority to authorize
the construction of dams for power purposes within the na-
tional parks, and it seemed not unlikely that the bill would
be vetoed by the President in consequence of the objection to it
thus pointed out by the Secretary of the Interior. In that con-
nection the Senator from Washington and myself, both being
very deeply interested in the speedy enactment of the measure,
called upon the Secretary of the Interior and stated to him that
'if he would withdraw his objection to the bill we would at the
ensuing session of Congress charge ourselves with the duty of
introducing a bill to relieve the water-power measure of the
objeetion and urge its passage upon the Senate. Accordingly,
I feel obligated to do what I can to remove any objection that
might be made against the bill. I feel that both of us stand
pledged to do everything we can to expedite the passage of
the bill.

In this connection I also desire to say, Mr. President, that
in all of the long discussion of and consideration given to the
water-power bill I do not recall that anybody ever called atten-
tion to the feature of that bill to which reference is now made.
It was embodied in the bill as it was originally prepared by the
Secretary of War, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture. It was not the subject of discussion upon
the floor. Apparently it passed without any attention what-
ever being given to it. No one was particularly interested in it,
so far as I can understand; yet, notwithstanding this condition
of affairs, and the pledge given by the Senator from Washing-
ton as well as myself, a very active, energetic campaign is being
waged, and the country is being deluged with appeals from
civie associations of all kinds charging something in the nature
of intrigue of indirection in getting this provision into the
water-power bill and calling on all the friends of the national
parks throughout the country to assist in sweeping away all
possible objection to the legislation now proposed and speedily
accomplishing its enactment, reminding one of some of the ad-
ventures of Don Quixote and his celebrated mount. I do not
believe that there is any serious objection to the enactment of
thiz measure. I hope that we shall have it speedily considered,
I say this in explanation of my own attitude with respect to it.

Mr. BORAH, Mr. President, I am not going to stand in the
way of the consideration of the bill if it comes up on a proper
occasion when we can consider it for a reasonable length of
time, but I do object to it at the present time. It is a matter
of some importance, and we could not possibly dispose of it
under the rules with the time which we have this morning. |

My, FLETCHER. Mr. President, I will simply say that this
is the first time I ever heard of any objection to the bill. It has

been reported unanimously by the Committee on Commerce, T
}:Jeli;zve, and I never knew heretofore there were any objections
0 5 -

Mr. BORAH. There are some objections to it, Mr. President,
which have been presented to me. What my final attitude upon
the bill-will be I do not know, but it is a matter of a great
deal of importance to some people. I therefore do not desire
that the Senate shall undertake to dispose of it this morning.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I have been seek-
ing to get this bill up for some time. I knew that the Senator
from Idaho was interested in it, and possibly might have some
objection to it. I have delayed asking for its consideration in
order that the Senator from Idaho might procure some infor-
mation concerning the bill which he desired fo obtain. As I
have said before, at the very first opportunity I expect to call
the bill up. As the Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsa] has

stated, I feel under obligation to do whatever may be possible

to secure action upon the measure by the Senate, and I expect
to secure such action.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.
COPPER RIVER & NORTHWESTERN RATLWAY CO.

The bill (8. 551) for the relief of the Cepper River & North-
western Railway Co. was considered as in Committee of the
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the
Copper River & Northwestern Railway Co., a corporation organ-
jzed and existing under the laws of the State of Nevada,
$3,102.92, in refund of the gross income tax paid by that com-
pany to the collector of internal revenue at Tacoma, Wash., on
May 21, 1915, pursuant to a tax levied under the act of Congress
approved July 18, 1914 (38 Stat.,, p. 517), for the period be-
ginning January 1 and ending June 30, 1914, for which period
the company had previously paid the license fee or tax pro-
vided by the act approved Marech 3, 1899 (30 Stat., pp. 1336,
1337), as amended by the act approved June 6, 1900 (31 Stat.,
pp. 330, 331).

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

CIVIL GOVERNMENT OF PORTO RICS.

The bill (H. R. 11769) to amend an act entitled “An act to '
provide a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other pur-
poses,” approved March 2, 1917, was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That paragraph 19 of section 2 of the act entitled
“An act to provide a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other
uﬁposes," approved March 2, 1917, is hereby amended to read as
ollows :

«That no public money or property shall ever be appropriated, ap-
plied, donnte«P, used, directly or indirectly, for the use, f?engﬂt, or sup-
port of any sect, church, denomination, sectarian institution, or associa-
tlon, or system of religion, or for the use, Dbenefit, or support of any
priest, preacher, minister, or other religious teacher or ltgnimry s
g}gﬁm "antmcting of polygamous or plural marriages hereafter is pro-

Snc.‘2. That section 3 of said act to provide a civil government for
Porto Rico is hereby amended to read as follows:

“ 8ge. 3. That no export duties shall be levied or collected on cxports
from Porto Rico, but taxes and assessments on propert{. internal rev-
enue, and license fees, and royaltles for franchises, privileges, and con-
cessions may be imposed for the purposes of the insular and municipal

vernments, respectively, as may be provided and defined by the

gislature of Porto Rico; and, when necessary to anticipate taxes and
revenues, bonds and other obligations may be issued by Porto Rico or
any municipal §overnmcnt therein as may be ’Frovirlea by law, and to
protect the public credit: Provided, however, hat no public indebted-
hess of Porto Rico or of any subdivision or municipality thereof shall
be authorized or allowed in excess of 10 per cent of the aggregate tax
valuation of its property, and all bonds issued by the government of
Porto Rico, or by Its authority, shall be exempt from taxation by the
Government of the United States or by the goveérnment of Porto Rico or
of any political or munic%}ml subdivision thereof, or by any State, or
by any county, municipality, or other municipal subdivision of any
State or Territory of the United States, or by the District of Columbia.
In computing the indebtedness of the people of Porto Rico, bonds issued
by the ple of Porto Rico secured by an equivalent amount of bonds
of mun E(?nl corporations or school boards of Porto Rico shall not
be counted.”

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Scnator
from Washington [Mr, PorxpexTer] the purpose of the bill and
wherein it changes existing law?

AMr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, it changes existing law
in two particulars. The act “ to provide a civil government for
Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” which was approved March
2, 1917, contained this provision:

That no public money or property sghall ever be appropriated, applied.
donated, used, directly or indirectly, for the use, benefit, or support of
any sect, church, denomination, sectarian institution, or association, or

system of religion, or for the use, benefit, or support of any prlest,
reacher, minister, or other religious teacher or dignitary as such.

; ontracﬁng of polygamous or plural marriages hereafter is prohibited.
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Or for charitable, industrial, educational, or benevolent purposes, to
any person, corporation, or community not under the absclute control
of Porto Rico.’

The first change that is made is to leave out of the section
which I have just read the words “ or for charitable, industrial,
educational, or benevolent purposes, to any person, corpora-
{zim:, or community not under the gbsolute control of Porto

ico.”

The preceding part of the section as to religious sects, priesis,
and so forth, is left as it was originally.

The circumstances which suggested this amendment of the
law were quite numerous. One of them, for instance, was the
desire of Porto Rico to send 12 young men each year to the
United States to be educated in the United States at the ex-
pense of the island. It was held by the Attorney General that
under the provision which I have just read the island was pro-
hibited from doing that. .

Another case arose in the effort to provide money, at public
expense, to be used by certain charitable institutions to take
care of earthquake sufferers. That was prohibited by the pro-
vision which I bave just read. That is the first change the
Lill makes in the- existing law. The next change is simply
to increase the amount of public indebtedness which the island
may incur from 7 per cent of the taxable value of the prop-
erty to 10 per cent, it having been demonstrated that in the
town of San Juan, for instance, on account of the small taxable
value of the property and the comparatively slow inerease in
wealth, the city was unable to provide an adequate water
system under the limitation of T per cent. It was deemed by
the House of Representatives and by the Senate committee that
it was reasonable to increase the limit 1o 10 per cent.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator
whether that limitation extends to municipalities and applies
to public purposes of the character to which the Senator has just
referred? The Senator will recall that in Territorial days the
limitation placed by Congress upon the right of municipalities
in the Territories to create indebtedness was fixed at 4 per cent.
To go beyond that and permit an indebtedness of 10 per cent
seems to me very dangerous. The conditions justifying such
action must be extraordinary.

Mr, POINDEXTER. They are quite extraordinary. I think
the Senator is justified in asking for information in regard to
the matter, and I will call attention briefly to the conditions.
The provisions of the existing law relate to municipalities. The
law provides:

No public indebtedness of Porto Rico, or of any subdivision or

municipality thereof, shall be authorized or allowed in excess of 7 per
cent of the aggregate tax valuation of its property.

This amendment proposes to strike out “seven" and insert
“ten.” The consideration is stated as follows:®

Porto Rico Is as yet poor as compared with any portion of the United
States. Under Spanish rule the island was kept poor by the exactions
of the Spanish Government. Most of the accumulation of property
has been made within 20 years under the American occupanecy. Prog-
ress has been made which on the whole has been remarkable. Still it
is fmpossible to provide for schools and the necessary public bulldings
and other lm;;‘mve,ments demanded by the progress and ﬁevelot?ment of
the island. cspecially is this true in the remote rural sections and
municipalities. The current rates of interest paid range from 10 to 18
per cent. The amount of money in circulation is very small, amounting
to about $4 per capita. Even the rapldly growing capital city, San
Juan, finds it impossible to provide an adequate water system with the
limitation of 7 per cent, as provided in the organic act. In many parts
of the island schoolhouses can not be built to provide school facilities
for the children because of this limitation. Only about 65 per cent of
the school population have adequate school facilitles.

It is a very bad condition, and it was considered that the eir-
cumstances justify this increase,

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no amendment to be
proposed, the bill will be reported to the Senate.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

FORCIRLE ENTRY AND DETAINER.

The bill (8. 4746) to amend the act entitled “An act to estab-
lish a code of laws for the District of Columbia, approved March
3. 1001, and the acts amendatory thereof and supplementary
theéreto, in relation to forcible entry and detainer,” was an-
nounced as next in order, :

Mr. POINDEXTER. I object to the consideration of that
bill, Mr. President.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, if I can, I desire to move to
take up this bill. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I understand under the
unanimous-consent agreement only uncontested matters can be
considered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not so construe the
rule. The Chair thinks that is what Senators tried to do, but
he does not think they did it.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I beg the Chair's pardon. I assumed
that we were proceeding under a unanimous-consent agreement
to consider uncontested matters. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; this is taking the place of
Calendar Monday, and that rule reads:

Provided, however, That on Mondays the calendar shall be called
under Rule VIII, and during the morning hour no motion shall be enter-
tained to proceed to the consideration of any bill, resolution, report of
a committee, or other subject upon the calendar except the motion to
continue the consideration of a bill, resolution, report of a commjttee,
or other subject against objection as provided in Rule VIII.

It is provided in Rule VIII that when an objection is inter-
posed a motion may be made to continue the consideration of
the subject.

The Chair thinks that the Committee on Rules did not intend
it that way, but the Chair is compelled to rule that on Calendar
Monday no motion is in order to take up a bill until it is
reached on the call of the calendar; and then, if there is an
objection, that a motion may be made to continue the considera-
tion of the bill notwithstanding the objection.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I simply want to say that that
will do away with Calendar Monday in the future.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I think it {akes care
of it. As one member of the Committee on Rules, I understood
that it meant that a motion to proceed to the consideration of a
bill regularly reached or: the calendar could be made, and the
Senate could permit it.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President,. a parliamentary inquiry.
If the bill is taken up on motion, then is debate limited to five
minutes?

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. No.

Mr. SMOOT. O, no. k

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Rule VIII expressly provides that
if the Senate determines to proceed with the measure, the opera-
tion of the 5-minute rule ceases, and the measure can be con-
sidered in the usual way.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct. The question is
on the motion of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH].

On a division, the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the
bill (8, 4746) to amend the act entitled “An act to establish a
code of laws for the Distriet of Columbia, approved March 3,
1901, and the aects amendatory thereof and supplementary
thereto, in relation to foreible entry and detainer.”

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. ,

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum. 3

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll

The roll was called, and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Ashurst Harris McNary SEmoot
Ball Harrison Moses Bpencer
Borah Heflin New Stanley
Brandegee Henderson Owen Sterling
Capper Johnson, Calif.  Page Sutheriand
Curtis Jones, N. Mex, Phelan Swanson
Dial Jones, Wash. Phipps Thomas
Dillingham Kellogg Pittman Trammell
Edge * Kenyon Poindexter Underwood
Elkins Keyes Pomerene Wadsworth
Fernald King Ransdell Walsh, Mont.
Fletcher Kirby Reed Warren
France Knox Sheppard Williams
S8 La Follette Smith, Ariz, Willis
Gooding MeceCumber Smith, Ga.
Gronna McKellar Smith, Md.
Hale McLean Smith, S. C.

Mr. McKELLAR. T desire to announce that the Senator
from Delaware [Mr. Worcorr] is detained by reason of iliness.

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] and the Senator from South Da-
kota [Mr. Jounson] are absent on account of illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-five Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. The question is
on the engrossment and third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
and was read the third time. /.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the® bill
pass? .

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, there has been no state-
ment from the advocates of this bill, so far as I have been able
to ascertain, indicating any emergency existing justifying its
enactment. This bill, if it should be enacted, would deprive
the Distriet of Columbia of the ordinary and familiar remedy
of any owner of property which is common to practically every
State in the Union. It would require the owner of property to
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bring a suif, at great expense and with great delay, in a court
of record for ejectinent before he could enforce the terms of a
lease,

In the case of property of any kind, \\lwt.her it is great or
whether it is small, that is held by a tenant in the District of
Columbia at a certain rental agreed upon in the contract, for
a certain term, when that term expires the owner of the prop-
erty has a right, under the Code of the District of Columbia,
to bring suit for foreible entry and detainer in the magistrate’s
court to recover his property fer any purpese for which he
may want to use it, or for the pnrpose of selling it.

1f this bill becomes a law he will be deprived of that remedy,
and the temant could continue indefinitely to hold the property
after the term of the lease has expired, pending the prosecution
of a suit in the Supreme Court of the Distriet for -its recovery.
In that way it would limit one of the fundamental rights of a
citizen of the United States. It would fundamentally change
the nature of property in the District of Columbia, in so far as
remedies for enforeing property rights are coneerned. It is true
that an owner could go info the Supreme Court and prosecute
a ease fo¥ iis reeovery, and would be required to do that, how-
ever plain and undisputed the facts might be as to the expira-
tion of the legse.

When the war was on, when it was charged that the owners of
property in the Distriet of Columbia were guilty of profiteer-
ing, of uncenscionable impositions upen people who were com-
pelled to have houses ¢r apartments in which to live, as a war
measure probably Congress would have been justified in enact-
ing such a law as this. It is possible that there may be condi-
tions in the District of Columbia now which justify it, but I
have not heard any statement of them at all. It seems to me
that before Congress passes this measure and deprives the peo-
ple of the District of Columbia of a remedy for the recovery of
property, which is an ancient one and almost a universal one
throughout the United States, there ouglht to be some showing
made to Congress as to the need for such unusual legislation,
and the need ought to be a very pressing one.

One of the fundamental elements of individual liberty in the
United States is the right to the ownership of property. As I
recollect it, that is one of the first things enumerated in the
great Virginia Bill of Rights as constituting one of the in-
herent rights of man; that is, the right to own property. While
this would not destroy the principle of property, it would modify
and limit it.

Afr, FLETCHER. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SuTHERLAND in the chair).
Does the Senator from Washington yield to the Senator from
Florida?

Mr. POINDEXTER. T yield.

Mr. FLETCHER. I understoed the Senator teo say 11111!: the
bill would confer jurisdiction on the Supreme Court in such
cases. I do not so read it. I understand that it refers to the
municipal court, and that is nof the court the Senator had in
mind. I do not understand that the case must be brought in
the Supreme Courf. It is in the municipal court that the case
ig to be brought. Is not the Senator in error in regard to that?

Mr. POINDEXTER. 1 think not. I think I am not in
error. I may not have made my statement clear, and the faet
that there is a misunderstanding about that inustrntes, I think,
the inadvisability of enacting this legislation at this tlmE,
without an opportunity for very full discussion of it.

Mr. BORAH. 1 will say to the Senator that he is in error
in regard to that. It does mot deprive the municipal court of
jurisdietion. It simply gives a little longer notice to the
tenant; that is all

Mr. POINDEXTER. My understanding is that it does de-
prive it of jurisdietion in the case I have mentioned. I am
somewhat surprised to hear that there is any difference of
opinion about that on the part of those who are familiar with
the bill, As the law now stands, at the expiration of a lease,
or for any forfeiture of a lease, the lessor can go into the
municipal court and bring an action of forcible entry and
detainer. The purpose of this bill is fo amend the law of
foreible entry and detainer and medify it, curtail it, so that
only in certain particular cases can he go into the municipal
court to recover, and in all cases except those which are enu-
merated in this amended law he will be compelled to go into
the Supreme Court. Otherwise there is no purpose in passing
the bill. If owmers of property would have the same reme-
dies after this bill was enacted, the action of forcible entry
and detainer in the munieipal court, that they have now under
the Code of the District of Columbia, what is the purpose of
enacting the bill? The purpose of the bill is to limit and to
curtail the jurisdiction of the municipal court in those cases,
to confine: it to certain specinl conditions, and to leave the
lessor to his remedy in the Supreme Court in all other cases.

Thﬂiilis the purpese of the bill
at all.

I stated a case where the lease had expired by limit of time._
As the Cede of the District of Celumbia is now an action of
forcible entry and detainer could be brought for the recovery
of the property without giving any particular reason at all why
the owner wanted to regover his property. He could recover
it for any lawful use; he could recover it if he wanted to
sell or convey it to somebody else en the expiration of the
tenant's lease. But, if this bill passes, he eould net bring an
action .of foreible entry and detainer in the munieipal court,
I will say to the Senator from Florida [Mr. FrercuER], because
it is amended so as to limit it to certain specific eases, and the
case of the expiration of the lease by time is net inecluded
within those specifie cases.

There was an amendment agreed to en the floor of the Senate
some time ago, as I recollect, while the bill was under con-
sideration, somewhat enlarging the class of cases in which
the lesser might bring am action of fercible enfry and de-
tainer, as compared with those which are mentioned in the
original bill. But, notwithstanding the adoption of that amend-
ment, he would be limited to a specified number of eases and
conditions, and those do not include the expiration of the lease
by time,

I do net think the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] will dis-
pute that proposition. I think the Senator from Idaho will
admit that if this bill passes, an action of forcible entry and
detainer can not be brought in the municipal court, as it can
be at the present time, under the code, in certain eases. It can
only be brought in certain other cases which are specified in
this bill. Among those cases is the ene I have just mentioned,
whieh is the most ordinary case, of expiration of a lease.

I assert that would be the effect of the passage of the bill,
after considerable examination of it, and after hearing the de-
bate and hearing the amendments which were offered by the
Senator from South Dakota, and which were adopted on the
floor of the Senate, which specified that if he desired to recover
the property for the purpese of occupying it, the ewner might
recover it by the action of forcible entry and detainer, but did
not specify a great number of cases which are included in
the present code.

On the former d.lseuaﬂlon of the bilt a case was called to the
attention of the Senate in which the Court of Appeals of the
District of Columbia, as I recellect it, had held that the general
legislation relating to tenants and lessors which had been en-
acted by Congress during the war, providing for the ereation of
a rent commission, investing in that commission arbitrary
power to fix rentals and to held that certain rentals were un-
reasonable, was unconstitutional. They went into quite an ex-
tensive, and I think quite convincing, exposition of the .law
relative to property, and held that one of the essences of prop-
erty was the right to sell it. If a man can not dispose of
property which he owns, it is manifest that its value to him
is lessened.

Notwithstanding the fuet that that act was passed during
the war, probably as a war measure, the eourt held that it was
unconstitutional, o violation of the constitutional privileges of
a citizen of the United States. I do not held that this bill, if
enacted, would be unconstitutional, and I only cite the case to
which I have referred as bearing upon the gemeral policy of
this kind of legislation.

This bill, as it has been amended, would still vest in this
rent commission power to fix the rates at which property shall
be rented, and while it would not deprive the owner of all
remedy in case he did not comply with the findings of the rent
commission, it would deprive him of certain remedies. It would
deprive him of a speedy remedy. It would deprive him of the
privilege of going into the municipal court and filing an action
of forcible entry and detainer, and recovering the property
if the tenant of the property is willing to accept the rate that
is fixed by this commission, which was established by Congress
as one of the acts growing outf of the emergencies of war, and
compel the lessor to go into the Supreme Court of the Distriet.
Every lawyer in the Senate knows what that means. It means,
in the first place, that he has to employ a lawyer and pay him
a fee. He has to pay the costs of the proceeding in the supreme

Otherwise, it has no purpose

| court, and he has to wait until the time of the summons has

expired, he has to wait uniil the period for answer or demurrer
has expired, and has to wait on the postponements of the case
and continuation from week-to week and month by month,
which are familiar, and which obviously can be taken advantage
of by any tenant occupying the property who desires to continue
in its possession, when he really has no right to continue in it,
because he is continuing in violation of the terms of his lease,
That is the effect of this bill, and while probably it would not
come within the ruling made by the Court of Appeals of the
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District of Columbia, because it does leave him a remedy, such
as it is, ne\ert_heier;s it is a continuance of the same policy
to the extent of depriving him of an adequate and speedy
remedy, which was condemned by the court of appeals in the
decision to which I have referred. I am not mistaken about
that, T will say to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. BORAH, We have only about a minute left. I wonder
if the Senator would be willing to let the bill pass?

Mr. POINDEXTER. If it were a matter in which the Senator
from Idaho had any personal interest, or if it affected his
State, I would allow it to pass. But it is not a matter in
which he is personally interested, and I believe it is a very
fmportant bill, and that the invasion of the rights of the indi-
vidual citizen, In so far as remedies are concerned, which would
result if this bill were passed, would be entirely unjustifiable
in a time of profound peace, however the case might be in time
of war.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi-
ness, which will be stated.

The Reapise Crer. A bill (H. R. 15275) imposing tem-
porary duties upon certain agricultural products, to meet pres-
ent emergencies, to provide revenue, and for other purposes.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I move that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill which has just
been before the Senate. 3

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the unfinished busi-
ness is the so-called emergency tariff bill, and that it is now
- the order of business before the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is now the business be-
fore the Senate, without a motion.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. A motion has been made to pro-
ceeq to the consideration of the bill which has been before the
Senate.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll.

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Hale McNary Smith, Ga,
Ball Harris Moses Smith, Md.
Borah Harrison Myers Smith, 8. C.
Brandegee Heflin Nelson Smoot
Capper Johnson, Calif. New Spencer
Colt Jones, Wash. Overman Stanley
Cl.lrtis Kello; Owen Sutherland
Kendrick Pittman Thomas
Dillmghnm Kenyon - Poindexter Townsend
.dgz Keyes Pomerene Trammell
Elkins ’ Kini' Ransdell Underwood
Fernald La Follette Reed Wadsworth
Fletcher Lenroot Sheppard Walsh, Mass.
Glass Lod, Sherman Walsh, Mont.
Gooding McCumber Shields . Willis,
Gore McKellar Simmons
Gronna McLean Smith, Ariz.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-six Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is a quorum present.
EMERGENCY TARIFF.

Ar. McCUMBER. Mr. President—

Mr. HARRISON. Mr., President, a parliamentary inquiry.
I understand that the motion which is now pending is the mo-
tion made by the Senator from Montana [Mr. WaLsm] to pro-
ceed to the consideration of the bill that was before the Senate
when the hour of 2 o'clock arrived. That is the motion which
is pending?

Mr. McCUMBER. That is the motion pending.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair understands.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, we have as the unfinished
business the emergency tariff bill. A motion is made by the
Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsu] to displace that as the
unfinished business and to substitute therefor the bill pertain-
ing to the matter of leases in the District of Columbia. The
jnunediaie question before the Senate is, therefore, the relative
importance of the two bills and whether the emergency tariff
bill reported by the Committee on Finance should give way to
a bill the purpose of which is, as I understand, to enable tenants
to hold over after the expiration of their lease.

While I ecan not speak at all for the landlords or for the
tenants, as I am not acquainted with the particular wording of
the bill, certainly the number affected by it are infinitesimal as
compared with the vast number of people affected by this pro-
posed emergency tariff legislation.

The emergency tariff bill covers generally agricultural prod-
ucts—the grain, stock-raising, meat, and wool industries., The
population in the grain section of the Northwest affected directly
and who are suffering most by reason of heavy importations—
those in eastern Montana, all of North and South Dakota,
and Minnesota—number about 4,500,000 people. The number

of people in the United States who are dependent upon grain
raising may be fairly estimated at nearly 30,000,000 of people.
So the real guestion here is whether the 30,000,000 people des-
perately interested in the result of legisiation before the Senate
shall have their bill swept aside for the interests of a few people
in the District of Columbia -who can not agree with their
landords as to whether they shall quit the premises.

I do not think that any Senator can fail to understand the
desperate situation in certain agricultural sections of the
United States. I will take the State of North Dakota alone,
where, during the last two months, according to the last report

that I have, 32 banks have failed. They include not only State -

banks, but also national banks. I have not seen any reports
from that State for the last week, so it may be that three or
four more banks have closed during that period. 1 find a some-
what similar situation affecting those who are interested in
woolgrowing and in the banks that have been financing that
industry.

The trouble in my State is due to two causes: First, a very
light crop—and in some sections the crop has been light for
several years—and, secondly, to the vast amount of importations
absolutely duty free of the same kind of grain, which is ground
at the same mills and produces the same grade of flour. Seo,
Mr. President, I want to give somewhat in detail the situation
in the northwestern section of this country where the farmers
depend entirely upon their spring-wheat crop.

We may divide the United States, so far as wheat raising
generally is concerned, inte eight different sections, each one of
those sections growing an entirely different kind and grade of
wheat, each of which produces a different kind of flour. These
different species of grain may be mixed to a slight extent, but
only to a slight extent, without changing the grade of flour. There-
fore, in considering the wheat question we must consider not
only distinet species but those species as being produoced in
distinet sections of the country and in some instances far sep-
arated. You may raise a certain kind of melon in one section
of the country and another kind of melon in another section of
the country. While the price of one may affect the consump-
tion of the other, they are not at all dependent upon each other
for their particular value in the markets of the country.

We raise a wheat which produces what is called the “ hard
wheat flour,” that has a reputation throughout the world. The
millers of Minneapolis and the Northwest generally are engaged
almost exclusively in the production of that kind of flour, They
must depend upon the spring-wheat section of the United States
to secure a sufficient number of bushels of wheat to meet their
demands, If the production of wheat in that section is about
equal to the consumption of the mills, we will generally secure
a very fair price for our crop. If it is a little less than the
consumption demand, our price very naturally advances. If we
have proper protection the price may advance to the full extent
of the protection. If there is a good erop in Canada—which
raises exactly the same kind of grain that we do—even though
our crop is below average, the moment that our price increascs
a few cents a bushel above the Canadian price the Canadian
wheat, under absolutely free importation, naturally flows over
the border and drives the price of the American product down-
ward. Mr. President, that is the situation in our State,

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr. POMERENE. Does the Senator from North Dakota
seriously contend that the mere difference of 1 or 2 or 3 cents
a bushel in the price of wheat is going materially to change the
market conditions along the border?

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, yes; of course it makes a difference
when wheat comes into this country absolutely free. The
Senator must cast his eye over the great Red River Valley,
which is nearly 200 miles wide at the north end of my State,
taking in Minnesota and North Dakota and extending as far
north as Winnipeg. It produces the same kind of grain; there
is not a foot of waste land; one field merges into another; and
the railways all eross the line. Therefore the Canadian wheat
is taken over the border and Immediately drives down our
prices to the Canadian level.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I do not eare to interrupt
the Senator’s argnment, buf I remember the same argument
was made during the pendency of the Canadian reciprocity
measure, . §

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes.

Mr. POMERENE. I remember that the Senator from North
Dakota at that time made an argument along the same line
that he is pursuing now. A few days after that he called atten-
tion to the fact that the wheat on the Canadian side was a
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little lower than it was on this side, and about a week after
»that ilie senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Towxsexp] made
a speech in support of the Canadian reciprocity measure and
gave a list of, as I now recall, 20 or 25 different markets on
both sides of the Canadian line in most of which the price of
wheat on the Canadian side was higher than it was on this side.

I refer to these matters because I am not disturbed about the
little differences in the market. I remember, for instance, in
my own State, picking up the market reports as between Canton
and Akron, 23 miles apart, both very substantial cities, and
there may be a difference of 5 cents a bushel in the two markets.
The same is true as between Akron and Dayton, or between
Akron and Toledo. That condition may exist everywhere, A
mere change of a few cents in one market or another means
nothing as a general proposition.

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, no; the mere fluectuation means noth-
ing; but when the whole season’s crop is held higher or lower,
on a range of from 10 to 20 cents a bushel, it means a great deal.
There may be a bullish market in Chicago; at the same time
there may be a bearish market in Minneapolis; the one market
price may go up and the other may go down, but the general
trend of prices as between the two markets will bear about the
same relation to each other, and the general trend between the
Canadian and the American market will show exactly the same
continued relation,

I know that it is often contended that our export market
fixes the price of wheat. Mr. President, a great deal of wheat
is raised in California, and a considerable portion of it used to
go into the export trade. I do nmot know whether California
now raises wheat for export; but suppose California should
raise more wheat than eould be consumed within the borders of
the State or along the Pacific coast, what would she do with it?
Would the price which she might receive affect the price of the
wheat produced east of the Rocky Mountains? She could not
ship her grain east of the Rocky Mountains; it would be im-
possible ; the freight rates would eat it up before it got as far
as Minneapolis. She counld ship it to Shanghai or grind it into
flour and export the flour to Shanghai, but her export price
would have not the slightest effect upon the price of grain
grown in Ohio or in Michigan or in the spring-wheat raising
States. That is true to a certain extent of the grain raised in
Texas and in Oklahoma and a portion of Kansas. That grain
may find its market either in Kansas City or at the Gulf ports;
they have their own market for that kind of wheat and their
own market for the character of flour ground from that wheat.
So of the grain raised in Ohio and West Virginia and Maryland.
It is practically the same kind of grain, is =sold in the same
market, and makes the same kind of flour.

But what does fix the price of grain in the United States?
Is there any general rule that ean be applied? The general rule
that can not be applied is what is called the Liverpool market.
The general rule which can be applied is the rule of world pro-
duction and consumption ; that rule affects the market price of
all grains throughout the world. But the most important thing
that fixes the price of the American wheat is the price at the
principal place of consumpiion.

The principal place of consumption for the wheat raised in
the United States is the United States. "It would be foolish
to claim if we consume 650,000,000 bushels of wheat in the
United States and 100,000,000 bushels of American wheat are
consumed in England that the English price rather than the
consumption price in America fixes the price of our product.
Of course, there will be a relation between the two, because
both are-affected by the world's supply and demand.

As T remember, in 1900 or 1910 we had rather a short crop
in the Northwestern States, and Liverpool and Minneapolis
quoted practically the same price for the same kind of grain
for several months during the time that the ecrop was being
raised. Why? Because at that time we had a tariff barrier of
from 25 to 80 eents a bushel. The American buying Canadian
wheat would be compelled to pay the tariff. Our crop being
light—and it is when the crop is light that the wheat farmer
is entitled to the better price—the millers had to raise the
price in order to continue the proper flow of grain. So our
prices stayed up to about the Liverpool price, simply because
the Canadian grain could not come in without paying a duty.
Therefore, the theory that the price of American -wheat is fixed
by Liverpool is a fallacy of the worst character.” The price is
fixed by the world's supply and demand, and is affected more
seriously by the supply and demand in the United States.

Now, I want to call the attention of the Senate, before I get
down to the real crux of this situation, to certain facts that
bear directly upon it. I want to take cognizance of the 1920
crop of the United States and Canada.

The estimated crop of the United States for 1920 is 789,878,000
bushels. We shall need for food, according to this estimate,

530,000,000 bushels, and for seed 82,000,000 bushels, leaving us
a surplus of the 1920 crop for export of 177,878,000 bushels,
Turning to Canada, we find that their estinmated crop for 1920
is 203,361,000 bushels. They will need for food in Canada 45,
000,000 bushels, and for seed 28,000,000 bushels, leaving a surplus
of Canadian wheat to be exported of 220,361,000 bushels. So
you will see that while we have for export of our 1920 crop only
about 178,000,000 bushels, Canada has for export of her 1920
crop, of exactly the same kind of wheat, about 220,000,000
bushels. I have not included whatever surplus might have re-
mained in the United States and in Canada from the 1919 crop,
but I assume that the relative proportions after making allow-
ance for this surplus will be about the same,

Canada, having 220,000,000 bushels of wheat to export, must
necessarily look for the best market in which she ecan dispose
of that grain. Of course, she will send it to the nearest market
if she can secure as good a price as she can by sending it across
the ocean to a foreign market; and here comes into play the
difference in the exchange of the American dollar and the
Canadian dollar,

Take a period of about the last three months, and I think the
difference is abont 15 per cent in favor of the American dollar.
Therefore, Canada ean not only put her wheat into the United
States free, but, measured by the Canadian dollar and the Ameri-
can dollar, she can sell it in the United States at an advantage
of 15 per cent over the Canadian price without paying any tariff
whatever. That gives the importer a vast advantage. On every
| dollar’s worth of imported wheat he can make 15 cents by reason

of the difference in exchange. :

Now, I want to show Senators jusi exactly how this will
operate.

Mr. SIMMONS. NMr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Goopixg in the chair),
Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator from
North Carolina?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator,.

Mr, SIMMONS. I simply want to ask the Senator if he
has taken the trouble to ascertain, in case a certain gquantity
of wheat is exported to this country from Canada, and in case
that wheat is here converted into flour, or is exported from the
warehouses here directly to Great Britain or to any European
port, whether——

Mr. McCUMBER. Some of it will be converted into flour
for export, but only a small proportion. By far the greater pro-
portion is converted into flour and sold in the United States,

Mr, SIMMONS. But that is not the question which T pro-
posed to ask the Senator.

Mr, McCUMBER. I thought that was the question.

Mr. SINMONS. I was simply prefacing my question by that
statement. My question is this: In case wheat purchased in
this country from Canada is exported from this country to
Europe, either in the form of flour or in the form of wheat,
what will be the advantage in the price that we will be able to
get for that wheat in Europe by reason of the difference in
exchange value as compared with the advantage which the
Canadian would get on the same quantity of wheat if imported
into this country for the same reason?

Mr, McCUMBER. The general advantage is this: You glut
the market at any time with any wheat, you have more than
the mills can take care of, and you destroy the immediate de-
mand, and that necessarily sends prices downward. Some of
this wheat, we will say, is converted into flour, and we will say
that some of that flour is exported.

I do not know whether or not we can say that it would be the
same flour, but we will say that an equal amount of flour will
be exported. Of course, there is a profit on the flour, or it would
not be exported at all; but remember, it is bought with depreci-
ated Canadian money, it is sold when it gets to Europe on the
basis of the appreciated American dollar, rather than upon the
basis of the British currency,

My, SIMMONS,. Mr, President, I am not sure that I have yet
conveyed to the Senator from North Dakota the thought that I
had in my mind. It is this: Of course the difference in ex-
change in our favor in all international transactions between
this country and Canada would give the Canadian an advantage,
because of that difference in exchange, in his sales in this
market.

Mr. McCUMBER.
advantage.

Alr. SIMMOXS. It would give him an advantage in his sales
on this market. On the other hand, in our sales of commodities
of any character whatsoever—not only of wheat, but of any
character whatsoever—to Great Britain, by reason of the same
difference in exchange, the advantage is very much in our favor.
Now, I ask the Senator if he has compared these advantages and

I_I: would give the person who buys it an

disadvantages, and ascertained whether the advantage of the
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Canndian in the sale of the wheat to this country was greater
or less than the advantage of the American in the sale of that
identical wheat, or some equal quantity of wheat, to Europe by
reason of the difference in exchange?

Mr. McCUMBER. I am not considering so much the advan-
tage of the Canadian as I am considering the advantage of the |
American buyer in buying Canadian wheat with a depreciated |
Canadian dollar, bringing it into the United States, and either
selling it for the advanced value of the American dolar or ex-
porting it nupon the American-dollar basis with the advantage in
our favor as against Great Britain, the country wvhich takes
most of our wheat and flour.

Mr. BIMMONS. I want to say to the S8enator that I have not
- asked this question in any contveversial spivit.

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that.

Mr. SIMMONS. But it eccurred to me, in listening to the
Senator, that it would be exceedingly entightening to us, in
considering the effect of this difference in exchange /in our
favor, to know in a concrete case—that of wheat—whether
that difference was greater in favor of «Canada when we pur-
chase from that country or in our faver when we sell that
identical wheat to a European country.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, i Senator can very easily
muke that computation.

Mr. SIMMONS. I thought probably the Senator had made it.

Afr, McOUMBER. I have mot compared it with the British
pound. The Senator can easily make the computation by as-
certaining the average (ifference between the American gold
dollar and the English currency and find out in that way wvhat
advantage we would have over the English in selling to Great
Britain.

Let me make this clear. Taking a simple .case, suppose that
whent was worth $1 a bushel in Canada in .Canadian money
and the American bought it for a dollar. Tt was worth a dollar
in the United Btates, but the Canadian dollar was worth only
85 cents. Therefore he really purchased it in Canada for 85
cents, The moment he gets it-.over here, based upon the Ameri-
can dollar, where the guotations are the same, he sells it for
a dollar and makes 15 cents a bushel.

Now, holding his dellar-a-bushel wheat, we will suppose
that he sells it to Great Britain. When he sells it to Great
Britain he does mot sell it upen fthe basis of thé depreciated
price of the British eurrency, but he sells it upon the American-
dollar price; and if the British meney is 15 per .cent below the
American dollar in value the British will have to pay 15 per
eent higher svhen they purchase the American flour. Just what
that difference may be I do not know, because I have made no
computation.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, of course the Senator will
understand that I do not mean to say that there is any diffi-
cully in making this calculation, and I should not have inter-
rupted the Senator with this inguiry if T had not supposed that
probably he had already made it.

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I have not made the computation
comparing the British pound and its present depreciated value,
because I was more directly interested in the guestion .of im-
ports and their effect.

Now, I want to give practically the sume concrete case that I
gla-velin the committee, which will explain this matter more
clearly.

In the month of October, 1918, we imported from Canada
231,464 bushels of wheat. Yom will see that that was a litfle
over a quarter of a million bushels for the entire year. Now,
compare that with the month eof Oectober, 1920, when we im-
ported 9,784,307 bushels of which we have a record, or about
forty times as many bushels. In fact, we imported very much
more, as I ean easily explain to the Senator. Along the entire
northern line of Nerth Daketa there are elevators on both
sides of the houndary en ench rathvay that crosses.

The Canadian doring a tartff period can net bring his grain
across, even though the elevator may be very much nearer than
any elevator in his own country. But the moment you take off
your tariff provision and remove your inspectors and agents
millions of bushels will come over the border inte American
elevators of which there is no record whatever, because there is
no oceasion for making a record.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 yield.

Ar. STANLEY. Between 1910 and 1820, taking the entire
shipments of wheat from Canada into the United States, imports
have exceeded the exports by about 8,000,000 buuhels, I believe,
for the whole 10 years.

Senator.
exceed exports of wheuat to Canada?

Mr, McCUMBER. I do not know that I understand the
Does he mean that imports of wheat from Canada

Mr. STANLEY. Yes.

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well

Mr. STANLEY. I do net give the figures exactly, but in 10
years, according to the reports made by the Department of Com-
merce, the excess of imports, as I understand, was aboui
8,000,000 bushels,

Mr. McCUMBER
ing, were they not"

Mr. STANLEY. No; the exports to Canada nnd the imports
from Canada were in the aggregate over 100,000,008 bushels in
all. Fifty-eight million bushels moved one way and a little over
50,000,000 the other. -

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will allow me to correct
him, -or at least place his statement so that it will be better
understood, he includes both the wheat and flonr. In ether
words, in the estimates as to the number of bushels swhich may
be exported from Canada I think he will find that mest .of it is
represented in the form of flour and figured wpon the basis of
43 bushels to the barrel.

Mr. STANLEY. No; they gave the flour separately. T was
surprised to find that up until the last three years exports and
imports of wheat had depended upon the nearness of elevators
or the facilities for travel, and that there seemed to be no gen-
eral movement of grain either.one way or the other, no great ex-
cess either of export er import. But what I wished to ask the
Senator was this, To what does he attribute the recent excess
af dmports of wheat?

Mr. McOUMBER. There are two reasons, Mr. President.
The one is the better price. The second is that (uring 10 years
we have had a tariff, and daring these years much of the im-
ports have been in bond, the goods simply being imported and
shipped right through, by reason of our railways being better
equipped, or something of that character. These imports could
not ‘be used in the United States, because after paying the tariff
there would be no profits. That would account for those being
imported in bond; and, of course, as a rule, we have railways
along the border which are a little more convenient to all sec-
tions than even the Canadians have.

Mr. STANLEY. It has heen some time since we have had
any considerable duty on wheat to Canada. Does mot ‘the
Senator believe that this present meovement of wheat is (ue
entirely to the difference in the rate of exchange between the
two conntries?

Mr. McCUMBER. No; mot in the Northwest; not entirely;
but to a great extent it is due to it. The other feature I men-
tioned was the rather short erop in the spring-wheat section.

Mr., STANLEY. If it is due to the rate of exchange, it is
probable that that matter will adjust itself.

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; mndoubtedly it will, some time; but
that may be years.

Mr., STANLEY, And if it does not adjust itself, the differ-
ence in the rate of exchange would in that ense measure the
amonnt of duty which would be necessary to prevent this excess
of imports, would it not?

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, yes; if we should make the rate of
duty equal to the difference in the rate of exchange, they would
be put upon a parity, of course. That would be equivalent
then to free trade. At present it is a little better than free
trade for the importer.

Mr. STANLEY. The proposed duty is mere than deuble the
difference in the rate?

Mr. McOUMBER. -Oh, yes; the preoposed duty is to give the
American farmer a protection. The propoged duty is to raise
the price of his product so that it will medsure up somewhers

The exports to Canada were almost noth-

near to what it costs to raise it in the United States. We ame - °
trying to give the farmers of the United States a special bemefit:- .

by this proposed legislation, because of their deplorable con-
dition, which has flowed from the heavy importations of wheat
from ‘Canada.

Mr. STANLEY. AMr. President, I beg the Benator's parden,
and with this question I conclude. Does the Senator believe
that a duty sufficiently high upon all agrieultural products to
prevent any degree of importation from Canada would be a
beneficial thing at this time?

Mr. McCUMBER. I certainly do, Mr.
not be supporting this bill if I did net.

Mr. STANLEY. Would not such a duty exclude experis from
the United States to Camnada, as well as imports frem Canada
to the United States?

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President, it would net. Canada
is going to buy the things she wants swhere ghe ean get them the

President. T weuld
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cheapest. If she can get them cheaper in the United States, she
will get them from the United States. If she can get them
cheaper from Great Britain, she will get thém from Great
Britain. People sell where they can get the most for their
products and they buy where they can buy cheapest; and we are
not going to change that rule of human conduct.

Of course, Mr. President, you may say that if we will help
enrich Canada, Canada may buy more from us. But that will
depend on whether we can sell cheaper than some other country
from which Canada can buy.

Mr. STANLEY. International trade is a matter of interna-
tional barter. The Senator surely does not believe we can erect
a wall whieh will impede the flow of traffic into the United
States but will not impede the flow of traffic out of the United
States? .

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, I can answer that in a nut-
shell. For more than 50 years Great Britain has taken prac-
tically half of all the exports of the United States. For more than
50 years our exports to Great Britain have been about double
what our imports from Great Britain have been. Great Britain
has lived during those years, and we have gotten a better price
for our products because we held the tariff wall, and it has not
destroyed either of the countries. Great Britain made up her
differences somewhere else. She may have had a trade with
other countries, and her monetary interests, her loans, her in-
vestments in other countries might have equaled the difference,
s0 as to place her on more or less of an equality with the United
States. But Great Britain bought her wheat and her meats
during all of that time where she could buy cheapest. She
bought from the United States because she had to. We sold
there because we could get a better price there than possibly we
could get anywhere else.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS. I suppose the Senator knows, of course, that
the great bulk of the commodities which we sold to Great Brit-
ain, including cotton, were agricultural products——

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes.

Mr. THOMAS. Which had at the time praetically no protec-
tion here. s

Mr. McCUMBER. We did not need much protection here until
the Great Canadian northwest was developed, and then we had
protection most of the time.

Mr. THOMAS. I was going to ask a question in connection
with that. I have always understood that the difference between
our exports and British imports was made up by Great Britain
through the investments which she had in the United States
prior to the war.

Mr. McCUMBER. Which she had all over the world.

Mr. THOMAS. But the Senator, of course, knows that the im-
portations of Canadian wheat into the United States are not paid
for in money. They are paid for in articles of commerce and
merchandise which are obtained in exchange, of course, Canada
being able now to make these exchanges with profit to herself,
because of the difference in the value of her money as compared
with that of the United States.

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President; I do not understand that
the exchange is not made in money. We do not trade so many

_yards of cloth for so much wheat. We pay money for the wheat,
and Canada pays money for the cloth. Whatever we import is
always converted into money first, and that money will always
buy where it will buy cheapest.

Mr. THOMAS, The Senator knows the money to which he
refers is in the form of acceptances, which represent exports

* and imports, the only money changing hands being the amount

. of the difference between the two?

- M. McCUMBER. No, Mr, President; it is not always rep-
resented in that way. Of course, it is very convenient, so far
as it“ean go, to exchange it that way; but if Great Britain
sends us one billion and buys from us $4,000,000,000 worth of
property, it can not all be settled for in acceptances between
the two, because our credits are four times as much as that of
Great Britain, and the difference must be represented in cash.
Of course, the money is not transferred from one country to
the other except to cover the balance due one country or the
other. .

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President, assuming for the sake of the
argument that the Senator is correct, that in our dealings with
Great Britain will she continue on the former basis notwith-
standing our tariff legislation, or the height of our tariff wall,
and will permit us to exclude her commodities without a recip-
rocal exclusion on her part?

Mr, McCUMBER. She has done it for 50 years, and she will

grobably continue it just so long as it is to her advantage to
0 S0,

Mr. STANLEY. Assuming that to be true, Canada’s policy
has been the other way, has it not?

Mr. McCUMBER. Canada has had some protection.

Mr., STANLEY. Canada has been in the habit of levying
duties on her products, and of adopting retaliatory measures?

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes.

Mr. STANLEY. And she will in all human probability con-
tinue that policy? :

Mr. McCUMBER. She is doing it now.

Mr. STANLEY. And whenever we put a duty on wheat she
will put a duty on some other article?

Mr. McCUMBER. She is doing that this very moment. We
are taking everything Canada exports without one penny of
duty, while on practically everything we send over to Canada
she collects a tariff, and she will continue to do that as long
as it is to her advantage to do so, and she will continue to take
advantage of our situation to allow her chief products to come
in free, while she charges us from 10 to 30 per cent ad valorem
duty on the things we send to Canada.

Mr. STANLEY. Has fhe Senator any statement of the ex-
cess of Canadian duties upon imports from this country over
our duties on imports into the United States?

Mr. McCUMBER. Canada imports manufactured products.
She exports agricultural products. She has a duty levied upon
all manufactured products, so far as I know. We have no duty
levied upon our importation of agricultural products from
Canada.

Mr. STANLEY. I am sure the Senator is laboring under a
misapprehension. Canada is to-day, and has been for the
last 10 years, purchasing much more of our agricultural
products than she has ever sold. In tobacco alone Canada pur-
chases more than the entire excess of her wheat exportations
in the last 10 years. g

Mr. McCUMBER. Of course, Mr, President, Canada does not
raise any tobacco, and she has to import it, and as Canadians
are all good smokers, they buy the American product. They
would buy it somewhere else if they could buy it cheaper.

Mr. STANLEY. She can buy her tobacco” elsewhere. She
imports enormous quantities of peanuts, but she can buy them
elsewhere. She imports millions of dollars worth of flaxseed
every years, but she can buy that elsewhere. She imports
fruits of all kinds, millions of dollars worth, but she can buy
them elsewhere, If the bill becomes a law and goes into effect
and Canada reciprocates by raising her tariff duties over what
they are now proportionately to what we raise ours, the naked
loss in trade to the United States will be five times as great as
the total of the wheat importation into the United States, and
if Canada reciprocates by putting an export duty on pulp paper .
and we take $500,000,000 worth of it a year, the amount of
wheat sold will be a mere bagatelle in comparison with that
stupendous loss.

Mr. McCUMBER. Canada is not going to cut her own throat
in any kind of a commercial war between herself and the
United States, When we send our tobacco over to Canada
she collects duty, and a good duty, too. When she sends her
wheat into the United States we do not collect one penny of duty.
If we are going to have reciprocity, let us have it. The advan-
tage to-day is entirely with the Canadians. We can not send
a thing over there on which we do not pay a duty. If she
can get her peanuts any cheaper in China than she can get
them from North or South Carolina, she is going to get them
from China, tariff or no tariff. When the merchant buys his
stock to sell he buys it where he can buy it the cheapest. In
business he is not possessed of a single ounce of international
altrnism. He does not care anything for reciprocity. What
he is looking for is the price at which he can buy a thing and
the price at which he can sell it. The idea that we can not
sell to any country unless we buy freely what that country
produces has not the slightest application in this case.

But, Mr. President, I was diverted a little while. I was
showing the difference between the Canadian exports to the
United States for the years just prior to the war and for the
year 1920. I showed that in October, 1920, the Canadian
imports were forty times as much as they were in any month
of a previous year. In November, 1913, we imported 104,000
bushels, while our importations in 1920 for the same month
were about 10,000,000 bushels. In December, 1913, we im-
ported 127,000 bushels, and that was all, while in December,
1920, we imported 12,000,000 bushels, or one hundred times as
many bushels in November, 1920, as we imported in November,
1913.
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The excessive lmpertations of wheat began abeut the middle
of Beptember, 1920. I wish Senators who think these impor-
tations had no influence upon our prices teo note the decline
in the price of American wheat concurrent with the vast im-
portations of Canadian wheat. The Modern Miller, in Rus-
sell's weekly owheat report, shows the importatien from
Canada for the whole year—and that has all come within a
few months—of 58,000,000 bushels, while the imports of wheat
converted into flour, er flour with its eguivalent in wheat, were
8,890,475 bushels. This would give us a total importation ef
wheat from the 1920 crop of about 61,390,475 bushels, and this,
added to our 178,000,000 bushels for export, would ferce us to
proxide for the export of 239,268,475 bushels of the 1920 erop.

If that were all we had to look out for, we might cease our
concern, beeause Canada has already imported that, and any
legislation that we can pass will not affect the amount of grain
‘that is in the United States that is at present depressing our
crop price.  But when we stop to consider there are 150,000,000
bushels more in the sume granary, that has eeased moving only
because of the frozen lakes, then we «can see what the result
will be the moment the transportatien is reopened.

I have already spoken of the exchange and the difference in
exchange. I wish 1o present that so that Senators will net mis-
understand the aperation of the law of supply and demand as
affected by the differenee in exchange.

On December 14, 1920—and I take that beeause that is the
date on which I logked up the situation—XNo. 1 hard wheat in
Chicago was $1.84 per bushel. ‘Omn the same day No. 1 hard
Winnipeg Canadian wheat was §1.85 per bushel. It awvas really
1 cent a bushel higher than ours on that same day in Canadian
currency. However, we must not be misled too much by that
alone, because the Canadian No. 1 hard is a better -wheat for
dlour than the American No. 1 hard, net because -of the differ-
ence in the guality of the two wheats, but beeause the Canadian
rules for grading require a greater proportion -of actual harfl
wheat for No. 1 hard than is required in Minneapolis.

Under ordinary conditions, T presume that weuld make 5 cents
difference in value of the Canadian wheat over our Ne. 1 hard.
At present prices it might make -even 8 cents a bushel difference,

Let ms see how this exchange difference is taken advan-
tage of by the importer to ihe detriment of the producer.
The average rate of Canadian exchange in American money dur-
ing several months past has been approximately 15 per eent.
‘On wheat, at §1.84 per bushel, Chicago, the difference in rate of
exchange would make a difference of 27 cents @ bushel. The
bill proposes 2 duty of 30 cents per Dushel, which would be 8
cents abowe the exchange difference, and has been amended in
the committee to 40 cents, swhich would give an actual protec-
iion of about 18 cents per bushel. The price of No. 1 hard wheat
in Winnipeg, ‘Canadian currency, was then $1.85, less 15 per
cent exchange, which would be 271 eents, making the price in
MWinnipeg, in United States currency, $1.85, less 274 ecents, or
B1.574. That is renly what the American paid when he bought
in ‘Canada.

I think that I ought to explain again, because Benators do
mnoi seem to understand that ‘Winnipeg quotations de not mean
wheat «delivered .in Winnipeg. Winnipeg is not a wheat market
at all. These quotations arve for wheat delivered at some point
on the Lakes, either at Fort William, Port Huron, or;seme other
point of Lake export, :and have mothing to de with the local
price in Winnipeg.

The Chicago market of $1.84, less $1.574, means 273 cents per
‘bushel that the American would make in buying Canadian grain’
quoted at the same price, or even 1.cent a bushel more than the
Amrerican wheat. So that Senators .can see why it is that we
have been bringing in this vast quantity of wheat.

If we awill look gt the prices of grain during the months this
enormous quantity was coming into the United Btates, we will
find that the price of the American product went dewn just to

the extent that Canadian grain was shipped into the United

States. I will begin with September 13, 1020. I have only
taken my figures from the sveekly reports, and therefore this was
the end of the week on September 13.

Whest, No. 1 northern, which ig our standard grade in Minne-
apolis, was $2.681 cents per bushel on that date. Just at this
time began the importation. Between that -date, September 13,
and October 1 there were imported about 1,750,000 bushéls, far
amore than were exported on the average in any previous single
year, and on October 4 the price had gone down to $2.0T, a
loss of 613 cents per bushel. That was not because of just this
.one importation, but because there were 200,000,000 bushels
more of the same wheat that was ready to come into the Ameri-
can market,

During the month of October the report shows that Canada
exported into the Unmited States 9,800,438 bushels. In Novem-

ber we imported wheat teo the amount of 10,000,000 bushels,
and on November 29 the same grade of wheat had.dropped to
$1.58 a bushel, making a total loss since September 138 of $1.15%
per bushel. 1 o met know wwhether this hus reached the lowest
possible level or net.

We hear considerable about the raising of the price to the
ultimate consumer. T wish te heaven that some Senators eould
have gone out .onto some of the farms in my State and western
Minnesota last fall, when the grain crop was so poor and pro-
ducing so little in the straw that it cest from 80 to 40 cenis 0
bushel for thrashing alone, and have seen the farmers, some of
whom rented their farms, attempting to siruggle along, ex-
changing work with each ether when they could, for they were
unable to pay the enormous prices that were demanded for
labor. Labor reguired te perform the work on the farm at
that time commanded from $6 to $8 a day in the busy season
of the year. There was not a farmer, of course, who conld
have paid it. He could net have paid it even in good times. .
A bill has been intreduced and is being pressed by the Benator
from California [Mr. Joaxsox] to pay as the lowest minimum
wage $1,080 a year. YWhat a heaven that would afford fer
five or six different families ont there upon the prairies during
the hard, eold svinter !

1 have eccasion sometimes as I drive home in this city te see
the young girls piling out of Government eoffices, and I can not
help but note the fine furs that nearly all of them are wearing;
they are queenly dressed as compared with the poor and rather
shabby dresses and old shawls and eld, threadbare eoats that
I see wern by the mothers and daughters who are strnggling
upon the farm; yet it is propesed te give $1,080 a year to
every one of these finely clad girls as the very minimum, and
from that up to $2,000 a year. - :

T wish to heaven that you-could appreciate the real situation.
1 think the time is eoming when we have got to recognize in
this country that the man whe raises wheat or raises cotton
has as much right to live as has the laborer in the city or the
Government ; that he has a right—a God-given right—to recelve
a compensation that will measure up proportionately to the
comparatively enormous wages that must be paid in every city
in the United States to maintain the standard of high l.lving in
the cities.

A short time age, while visiting in California and stopping at
a certain place, T saw every day a begutiful limousine come
up to o house on the opposite side of the street. I asked for
what the limousine was used and whose it was. I was answered
that it belonged to the colored cook, who every day made the
journey to cook for the family living there, for which service
she received a hundred dolars a month. It is desired to pro-
tect that class; it is proposed to pass a bill here to provide
that no laborer working for the Government shall be paid less
than $1,080 u year; but the moment the Congress is asked to
do something for the struggling people upon the farms, who
‘have not any money with which to go to the movies or to pay
$4 for a theater seat, they are struck with horror because it
will raise the price of bread to poor laboring people. I think
that the farmer has as much right to clothe his wife and@ his
daughters and his sons decently as the people in the cities:
have to spend hundreds of dollars for shows, and who keep
every one of the amusement places packed from top to bottom
during the enfire year.

‘What awful offense is there in asking for legislation favorable
to the farmers? The man who in the city gets $8 for a day
and 8 quarter’s work can with that amount buy a barrel of
flour, which is all he uses for himself for the entive year; in
other words, the wage of one and a guarter days’ work of a
carpenter in the city of Washington buys all the flour that
carpenter mses during an entire year. If the price of flonr
ghould be doubled from what it is te-day, he would have fo flo
two and @« half days’ work in order to enable him to secure
to last him the whole year. What an awful imposition that
would be?

Suppose that even §0.cents a bushel were added to the price
of wheat—and the pending bill only proposes a duty of 40
cents, and would only give a real profection of 13 .cents— °
and if were passed on to the ultimate consumer, fhat would add
but $2.25, we will say, to a barrel of flour. It would make the
carpenter work one-quarter of a day longer than he is now
working in order to get the farmer's Wheat for a year’s supply.
It would not mean anything to him, but it would mean an
immense ameount to the farmer who is to-day struggling, and fo
the banks that have been trying to supply him with funds in
fhe Talling market and have extended their credit until in some
cases they have hmd to close their doors.

1 am merely pleading for justice to the producers on the
farm., ‘Senstors-talk about enacting legislation which will tend
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to send people out of the cities and back to the farm. If it is
desired to make farming more attractive, there is but one thing,
Mr. President, which attracts people in this world, and that is
the luring glow of the gold, the glitter of the dollar. When-
ever you make farming pay, whenever you so legislate as to give
the American market to the American farmer—who, before
Heaven, has earned it—you will do something to bring the
people out of the cities onto the farms; but just so long as the
laborer can get ten times as much in the city as he can on the
farm, and so long as he can have the pleasures of city life,
denied to the farmer, you are not going to induce him by any
kind of suggestion to get out onto the farm.

The virtue I see in the bill of the Senator from California
providing a minimum wage is that it raises the wages of the
least-paid employees and brings them nearer to a righteoug
standard. Now, let us do the same for the farmer. Nothing on
earth we can do for him will, within our lifetime, place him
on a parity with those living in our cities, so far as the ease
and pleasures of life are concerned; but we can help him.
How? By giving him the American market, which belongs to
him, by giving him that advantage over the foreign producers.

The price of land in Canada is not half what it is in my
State; the farmer in America has got to pay a greater interest
charge if he purchases land. Why, then, let the cheaper pro-
duced commodity of Canada, grown upon cheaper land, even
though the cost of labor in the western portion of Canada may
be nearly equal to that in northern United States, absorb our
market to the detriment of our own people?

Mr. President, I am speaking only for the wheat section There
are other Senators who can discuss this bill as it affects the
wool producer much better than can I. I am merely asking for
justice for a section of the country which is in sore need. I
am appealing to Senators to lay aside their purpose to blockade
a bill that is designed to aid a class of people who, God knows,
need it to-day. Let those who desire present their arguments in
opposition to the position which I am taking, but when they
have stated their arguments and have explained their attitude
let us come to a vote and determine whether or not a majority of
the Senate desires to extend a helping hand.

Mr, POMERENE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the
Senator from Ohio?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Ohio.

Mr. POMERENE. I am always interested in what the Sen-
ator from North Dakota says, particularly when he speaks of
the distress of the farmers of North Dakota. Some of them
have been in distress; their crops have been blighted by in-
clement weather and by other causes; I realize that very fully;
but I wish to put a gquestion to the Senator. Last week I was
in the city of Cincinnati. Upon inquiry I found that the shops
there were only running about 40 per cent of their capacity. I
am advised that in the great iron and steel centers of Ohio the
mills are running about 50 per cent of their capacity. I have
in mind at the present time a great manufacturing plant which
ordinarily employs about 30,000 men, but which to-day is em-
ploying about 7,000. I have in mind another plant which
employs, ordinarily, about 9,000 men; it is closed down now.
I have in mind another plant that employs, ordinarily, about
4,800 men, whereas now it is employing about 700 men. There is
not an industrial center in the State of Ohio or in western Penn-
sylvania or in New York or Illinois that is not more or less
very seriously affected by nonemployment. The other day,
adding to my distress of mind, when I picked up one of the
Ohio newspapers I found that in the city of Toledo already
there had been formed a bread line of 2,000 men ; and g day later
I found on reading another newspaper that that morning the
authorities had to feed 1,200 men for breakfast and to give them
baskets of food to take home to their families. Then, I turn
to this bill, and I find g duty placed on wheat; I find 8 cents
a pound duty added to butter, and as much added to cheese,
and in the same relative proportion increased duty is proposed
to be levied upon nearly all the substantial food products of the
country. What are we to do for those who are now out of
employment?

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dalkota yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr. THOMAS. Some days ago I offered an amendment to
the pending bill and was accused by the newspapers of being
facetious. The amendment provided that the revenues to be
derived from the bill should be devoted to supporting those
who are involuntarily out of employment. It occurred to me
that if we were going to protect one suffering class of the com-
munity, the same motives and the same purposes sought to be
subserved would apply equally to other needy members of

-

soclety. To the extent to which that amendment may be effec-
tive it might afford some relief in the direction to which the
Senator’s remarks are leading.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, that would have the merit
at least of having some equity in it; but I can not understand
the frame of mind of men who approach this subject when we *
know, if we believe one-half of what is in the public prints,
that to-day there are at least three or four million men out of
employment; and when they are out of employment, if they
do not have credit at their little groceries, we know that they
and their families are in distress. That is the situation with
these men.

Mr. McCUMBER.
to answer him?

Mr. POMERENE.

Mr. McOCUMBER.

Mr. POMERENE.,
Senator answer it.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, many of the mills have
closed down. Why? I think the Senator from Ohio under-
stands that matter about as well as I do. We put wages up—
and when I say “we" I mean the Government—so enormously
above what the American people could possibly stand that there
must come a reaction. As the wages went up during our war,
the Senator knows as well as I do that efficiency went down.
Now, you can not get over that situation in a day.

Mr. POMERENE. And, Mr. President, that was true on the
farm as well as in the factory.

Mr, McCUMBER. Certainly it was.
from that——

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President——

Mr. McCUMBER. Just a moment; let me finish. The farmer
suffered from that as well as anyone else. Now, I say, you can
not mend that in a day. We went c¢n immediately after the war
demanding and receiving the same wage, and with little change
in efficiency. Efficiency began to go up only to the extent that
mills began to close, and people were fearful of losing their jobs.
The result of it all was that you sent the price of every com-
modity up to such an extent that you depleted the public pocket-
book. Never was there a time when the retailers made such
enormous profits ; never was there a time when the manufactur-
ers themselves made such enormous profits; and as long as the
high wages continued, and nearly everyone could get work at
those high wages, you could continue the big prices. We were
living on credit and a day of payment was inevitable. When the
slump came it ecame all at once. We all had our pockethooks
emptied about the same time, and we all stopped buying.

Then the price of everything necessarily tumbled. People are
not willing to go to work at the old price and with the old
efficiency. They are not willing to labor for a price for which
you can afford to hire them.

I want you to go and try to hire one of those men to-day
whom you say you are feeding for a price that you ecan afford
to pay him. What is his answer? *“No.” I want you to go to
some of the women and girls in those families, and say that
your family is sick, your wife can not do the work, and you
want to get some one to help her. Will you get anyone? No.
Why? Because the wage she will demand will be beyond your
ability to pay. Only the rich can afford to have domestic help
to-day. These people will not do that kind of work. You could
not get that character of service if you were to pay $350 a
month, and board amounting to another $50, making an equiva-
lent of $100 a month. These people can get work, in my opin-
ion, if they will consent to work for what the manufacturer
can afford to pay and sell his goods for what the public can
afford to pay for the goods.

We have all got to come down to bottom rock again. It does
not make much difference which one comes down first, I think
we had better all come down together, and go to work to pro-
duce goods for what the goods will sell for in the market, and
that would start every wheel of industry to moving.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr, President, I agree with the last state-
ment made by the Senator, to the effect that we should all come
down together; but while we are coming down we ought not to
make food products higher in price.

Mr. McCUMBER. If the food product—I am speaking now
of bread—is the cheapest thing in the United States to-day,
then it ought to be brought up to a price where the producer
can live; and the Senator knows as well as I do that, measured
by the amount of energy that produces a bushel of wheat or a
barrel of flour, these two are the cheapest things in the United
States to-day.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Docs the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr. President, does the Senator want me
I intended to put that as a question.

I am ready to answer it at any time.
Very well ; I shall be very glad to have the

The farmer suffered
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Mr. STANLEY. I understood the Senator from North Da-
kota to say that the Government had put up wages, and I un-
derstood the Senator from Ohio to concur. I was a little sur-
prised:

Mr.

POMERENE. Not in the statement that the Government
put up the wages. I concurred in the statement that all should
come down together.

Mr. STANLEY. I assumed as much.

Mr. POMERENE. \Vhy, certainly,

Mr. STANLEY. I was a little surprised that my colleague
from Ohio should get away from the proposition that supply
and demand had something to do with the price of labor.

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, Mr, President, we are not blind. All
of us ecan remember when all of ‘these buildings around the
Capitol were going up during the war. The Senator knows the
kind of labor that was performed there. The Senafor can not
be blind to the reports that have been made by the investigat-
ing committees in the case of all the war activities, showing the
slacking everywhere; and every time a strike was threatened
the Government surrendered. The administration surrendered.
It was not necessary for it to surrender. It advised the sur-
render; it yielded to being held up by the profiteers—in the
first instance by the manufacturing profiteers, and then it
yielded to the profiteers from the labor basis, and between the
two the poor old Government was ground.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). Does
the Semator from North Dakota further yield to the Senator
from Kentucky?

Mr. McCUMBER. I do.

Mr. STANLEY, If the high wages paid recently were the
result of the fiat of law, why not get away from all this trouble
by simply passing another law and setting a high-wage scale?
If we did it then we can do it now. If it was the result of law
and not supply and demand, there is the same force behind the
law now that there was then. If supply and demand have noth-
ing to de with it, we can remedy the evil by an act of Congress.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, did supply and demand fix
the price of wheat, or did the Government fix it? The Govern-
ment was able to get around the law of supply and demand
whenever it came to what the farmer produced. Wheat would
have been at least $5 a bushel during the war, but the Govern-
ment stepped in and said that it should not be above $2.21, It
allowed everything that the farmer buys to increase from two
to ten times, but it held the farmer down with the strong arm
of Government and compelled him to produce, with labor that
cost him frem $6 to $10 a day, a bushel of wheat for $2.21 at
the terminals, and very much less than that upon the farm,

Oh, Mr. President, the same Government that sent the boys
into the trenches and into the fire of hell for $30 a month and
compelled them to go there, the same Government that fixed the
price of a barrel of flour and a bushel of wheat, had the power
to fix the prices of commodities, and, above all, it had the
power, when it was paying $6 and $8 and $10 a day, to say to
every man, “ Give the Government in this day of dire distress
an honest day’s work.,” It did not do it. It did not try to do it.

Mr, STANLEY. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota further yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. McCUMBER. T yield, Mr. President.

Mr. STANLEY. If the Government had not touched the price
of wheat, I understand the Senator to say that it would have
gone to $5 a bushel.

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes, sir. .

Mr. STANLEY. What would have caused it to reach that
dizzy height?

Mr. McCUMBER. The law of supply and demand. All the
countries of the world were jumping over each other to get the
grain. They needed it. Those foreign countries paid for muni-
tions probably ten times what they cost. They had to have food
Tor their soldiers, as well as munitions. .

Mr. STANLEY. As I understand the Senator, then, the law
of supply and demand during the war operated on wheat, or
would have operated on it if it could——

Mr. McCUMBER. Just the same as on other things.

Mr. STANLIEY. But it did not operate on wages. I thought
the Senator said the Government raised the wages.

Mr, McCUMBER. I said the Government yielded to every
strike where ships were being produced for the support of the
Government and where munitions were being produced for the
support of the Government. g

The Government yielded to every demand, no matter whether
there was justification or not. A strike would be inaugurated
one day, and immediately after the administration granted the
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Increase demanded the same people would strike the next day,
and the price would be raised and raised and raised again;
and, as I say, just as prices went up efficiency went down. .

During the war, when we were needing ships and needing
them badly, when the peril of the U-boat threatened to destroy
our cause and the cause of our Allies, I brought to the atten-
tion of the Senate the case of a gang of riveters who had been
paid by the piece before the war and had averaged 400 rivets
a day. The piecework system was discontinued, and they were
paid nearly $14 a day each, and immediately the production of
each gang dropped to an average of 51 rivets a day, or only
one-eighth of what had been previously accomplished, and the
average in the United States was only forty-odd per cent of
the prewar average. The Government did not have to submit
to that situation, and it would not have submitted to it if the
farmer had said, “I demand $5 a bushel for my wheat.”

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, I heartily sympathize with the
distress of the farmer and with all the Senator has so eloquently
said concerning his necessities. But my sympathies are broader
than that, and I do not believe the high cost of living or high
wages are all due to extortion and disloyalty and unwarranted
strikes by every man who was not working on a farm at the
time of the country’s greatest peril. I believe the man with the
hoe and the man behind the hammer, the man behind the plow,
and the man behind the plane, that labor everywhere, loyal and
true, did magnificently during that war, and in its patience and
its love of the flag rivaled the gallaniry of the boys in the
trenches,

Mr. McCUMBER. And the boys in the trenches are now de-

' manding a bonus to equalize the enormous wages paid to the

men who were working here. I say the amounts paid were
entirely out of proportion to the services rendered. Heaven
knows we want good prices for labor; then we want an honest
day’s work done. We did not get if, as a rule, during the war.
There is no use of anyone saying we did, because you can not
deny the overwhelming testimony found in the records of all
of the investigations. Why was it? I am not blaming those
employed in production and construction so much as I am
blaming the Government for its abominable system of cost plus,
under which it gave a premium to idleness and a premium for
padding the rolls; and they were padded and a premium was
paid contractors for idleness.

Go through the record of any of the projects for war purposes
and you will find the same condition practically everywhere.
Let us be honest with each other, both as to the laboring man
and as to the capitalist. The administration said to the capi-
talist, *“ You pay for your material anything that is demanded;
you pay for labor anything that is demanded, and then we will
pay you a bonus of 10 per cent upon the cost of anything you
turn over to the Government.” “In other words, * The more you
make it cost the Government, the more you get out of it.” And
they made it cost the Government an enormous amount,

I charge it to the Government’s inefficiency. You may place
the blame where you will. The result is exactly the same; the
poor old United States was bled white, and we will have to levy
taxes to the very limit for the next 25 or 50 years to pay for
the wrong.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cortis in the chair)., The
question is on the motion of the Senator from Montana [Mr.
Warsu] that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate
bill 4746.

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, the Senator from Montana
[Mr. Warsua], who made the pending motion, was forced to
leave the Chamber to go to the Judiciary Committee. That
motion was made at 2 o'clock, about two hours ago, and all of
the intervening time, except about two or three minutes, has
been occupied by the distingnished Senator from North Dakotn
[Mr. McCuxser], one of the proponents of the so-called emer-
gency tariff bill, who is now criticizing those who are oppoesed
to this legislation.

I do not know why he should blame those who do not agree
with him in the effort to increase the cost of living in this
country for occupying some time in a discussion of this matter,
and also in the discussion of other pieces of legislation which
are called up in the Senate. If there could be statistics made
of the time that has been consumed by those who are in favor
of this so-called emergency tariff legislation and those who are
opposed to it, since the bill was reported from the Finance Com-
mittee, I think they would show that the proponents of the
emergency tariff legislation have consumed more time of the
Senate than those who oppose it. They discussed fully those
measures; and the so-called emergency tarift bill, which pro-
poses to place additional burdens upon the consuming masses,
has not been discussed by a single proponent of the legislation
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until to-day, and that was in the two-hour speech of the dls-
tinguished ‘Senator from North Dakota.

The packer bill, wwhich was passed yesterday, was legitimately
débated for some hours and some days, I might say. JItwas an
important piece of lezislation, Those who believed in it, who
helped to frame it, who advocated it upon the floor of the
Senate, believed, and justly so, that the five big packers had
reached that stage in their life where they controlled :such a
large percentnge of certain products in the live-stock business,
and in other industries, that it had become such a giant in
strength it should be restricted now before it should give a death
blow in its further dealings.

I have no fault to find with those 'who voted against the
packer legisiation. If there ever was a piece of legislation
which eame upon the floor of the Benate about which there
-might be an honest difference of opinion, it was that legislation.
I know how the sympathies and the views of men have been
formed against commissions because of their regulatory re-
quirements and the manner in which they have conducted vari-
ous functions of the Government during the last few years.
am of the opinion that those Senators who saw fit in practically
every instance to voie ngainst the so-called packer legislation
on yesterday did it not because they did mot believe that the
five bizg packers should be controlled and should be regulated
and should be Testricted further, but because of the provisions
inthe bill tonching the commission: But those who believed in
that lezislation believed in it because they saw the dangers
which lurked in the fact that five concerns controlled prac-
tically 60 per cent of the leather in the United States—and I
may be wrong as to my figures, but they were quite large, as
I recall; controlled between 60 and 70 per cent of all the live
stock that is butchered which enters into interstate commerce
in the United States; controlled a very large percentage of the
eggs and poultry and cheese and mutton, those things which .go
upon the breakfast tables in this eountry. They thought the
packers should be regulated, and that such regulation might in
a way reduce the high cost of living, against which orators used
their eloquence and inveighed during the last campaign.

After listening to the speech of the distinguished Senator from

» North Dakota a few moments ago, when he talked about the
laboring man getting such high wages, and how he desired to
see flour lifted a little bit in price, and wheat raised higher,
and wages lowered, I was not surprised when I recalled that on
‘yesterday a good part of the time of the debate was consumed
by the distinguished Senator from North Dakota, whp now
finds fault with some of us opposing this bill and expressing
our opposition for a few moments upon the floor of the Senate.

Ar. McOUMBER. Mr, President, we were under the five-
minute runle when I spoke yesterday; consequentiy I could not
speak over five minutes, .

Ar, HARRISON. It seemed to me quite a long time.

Mr. McCUMBER. If that was a good deal of the time, I do
not know how the Senator makes his computation.

Mr. HARRISON, I wus just mistaken. It seemed to me
quite a long time. Take the other piece of legislation which
‘has been debated here for a week, the minimum wage bil,
which is fathered by the distinguished Senator from California
[Mr, Joersox], a most worthy measure, legitimaiely debated
upon the floor of the Senate.

If the Government of the United States can not fix a minimum
‘wage for its employees, how can we expect the gigantic corpora-
tions of the country, which employ men by the thousands and
tens of thonsandsg, to have a minimum wage fixed for them?
. Yet, because some of us think that that is an important piece of
legislation, that it should be discussed fully upon the figor of
the Senate, though much of the time spent in the debate be
taken up by the proponents of this so-called emergency tariff
legislation, the distinguished Senator from North Dakota finds
fault. 5

So there are many pleces of legislation now upon the calendar
of the Senate which should be tfaken up for consideration,
which need to be debated. There is the measure which was
pending during the morning hour, championed by the distin-
guished Senator from Idaho [Ar, Borim]. I have such faith
in his good judgment, I have such respect for his splendid
patriotism, I like the mon so much as a man, and am willing to
follow him in so many things, especially when it comes down to
dealing with the landlords and tenants of the District of Co-
lumbia, that I know it must be a good piece of legislation; and
may I say to the Senate that a Senator here feels that he can
‘take time away from the consideration of questions touching
‘his own constituents and his own State and deal with questions
‘of moment and of interest to the District of Columbia.

When I see the name of the distingnished Senator from Idaho
|attached to that piece of legislation and realize the many great

complicated questions, in the study and solution of svhich his
time is taken up, I know that the Senate should give some of its
time to the eonsideration of that bill. I say that notwithstand-
ing the fact that we recently gave £o much attention to a :bill

‘proposing disarmament, that received the sanetion of the Com-

miftee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, and when it was
placed on the calendar I read in the papers that a distinguished
ex-Secretary of State, a former United States Senator, asked
that it be put off and not considered until the new President
takes his seat and can confer with this great ex-Secretary of
State upon the proposed legislation.

To the distinguished Senator from North Dakota with refer-
ence to this piece of legislation, of which he is such an advocate,
and which he says is of -so'much interest to the wheat growers
along the Canadian border, and which he does not say, but
which I say, is of so much interest to the five great packers,

and which he does not say, but which I =ay, is of so much in-

terest to the consumers of the country, who have been burdened
with the high cost of living for some time to such an extent that
they ecan hardly make ends meet, I wonld suggest that it might
be’well, especially in view of the promise made hy the Repub-
lican Party in the recent campaign touching the high cost of
living, to postpone its consideration and give the new Presi-
dent an opportunity to confer with the ex-Secretary of State
upon the future policy with reference to the subject matter of
that bill. -

I have read the Republican campaign textbook of 1910. Some
Senators who have been here a long, long time were here then
and will remember that that campaign was fought out upon the
proposition of the high cost of living. The Democrats charged
the Republican Party with the increased or high cost of living,
and they defended it and said that the high protective tariff
had nothing to do with it. On the floor of the Senate and from
every stump in the eouniry Republican spellbinders tried to free
themselves of responsibility in connection with the high ecost of
living in 1910. 1In-that eampaign a textbook was issued, from
which T ‘might read paragraph after paragraph in which the
Republican Party said that the increased price of foodstuffs
could not be laid at the door of the protective tariff which they
had pldeed upon the statute books. I shall read, before the de-
bate is concluded, a report signed by ecertain Senators, members
of a committee appointed by the them Viee President, upon a
resolution which was presented by the Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Ar, Lopee], I think, asking for an investigation into
the high cost of living, On that committee the distinguished
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuamser] sat, and he, with
the Senator from Massachusetts and others, signed the report.
1 wish to read just one paragraph from the report. The Senator
from North Dakota will remember.it. Here is what the Senator
and other Republican Senators said in that report to the Senate
of the United States:

The tariff seems tb have been mo material factor in causing the ad-
vance in priees during the past decade. The ﬂgm“st advances have
been made in commodities upon which the tarif has little or no efect,
and the absolute removal of the tarilfl on many of these commodities
could not have afforded rclief at the present time, for the reason that
the prices of these commodities, with a few exceptions, were as high
or higher in other countries than in the United Bfatzs.

So when it suits the Senator from North Dakota and suits his
party in a campaign when they are charged with the responsi-
bility for the high cost of living, and it is placed at their doors
because of a high protective tariff, they say the tariff had
nothing to do with it. In my humble opinion, the tariff of 40
cents a bushel on wheat, as provided in the pending bill, will
have nothing to do ‘f]jith the price of wheat, for the very reason
that was stated by the Senator from Kentucky [Alr. STANLEY]
and by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr, Siaarons],

It has been stated by Republican Senators in Congress and
TRepublican leaders for generations that where there is produced
in the eountry a surplus of exports over imports, as in this case,
the tariff dots not affect the price. It is a sham; it is a pre-
tense., The price of wheat, in my humble opinion, is fixed in
Liverpool, England,

Mr, STANLEY. Alr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
sissippi yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr, STANLEY. The Benator from Mississippi falls to catch
the double purpose of the Senator from North Dakota. He
proposes, as I understand, first to raise the price of wheat 40
cents a bushel by the imposition of a tariff, and, secondly, to
prevent the importation of Canadian wheat into this eountry,

I notwithstanding the fact that wheat here after the bill is

passed will bring about 65 cents more per bushel than wheat
does in Canada. It is a double purpose that the Senator is
going to subserve.
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Mr. HARRISON. Absolutely. Of course, it is a sham and a
pretense. It is the most specious piece of political hypocrisy
ever presented te the United States Senate. It is merely for
the purpose of fooling some farmers out West into the belief
that they will get more for their wheat in the event the
proposition goes through. But if they could get more for their
wheat we can not get away from the proposition that somebody
pays the bill, and who is it that pays the bill if it is not the con-
sumers of the country, the people who eat bread?

Mr. STANLEY. I understand the principal reason, or one of
the reasons given, for the imposition of the tariff is to pre-
vent the importation of Canadian wheat. If the imposition of
the duty raises the price of American wheat, I wish to ask the
Senator from Mississippi how that is going to stop the flow of
Canadian importation? I

Mr. HARRISON. It can not do it. )

A man with whom I served in the House, a very distinguished
Republican who lives not far from the Canadian border, made a
speech April 18, 1911, touching the question of a tariff on farm
products. I desire to read an extract from that speech:

Again we find the Inspired by ecash and patriotism journals and
oracles contending that we are discriminating against the American
farmer because we cut the Payne tariff rate on wheat from 25 cents
per bushel to 12 cents. My answer to this charge is that the 25-cent
rate nor the 15-cent rate has not in the past and will not in the
future have anything whatever to do with the price of wheat in this
country or in Canada. There is not a country in this world that ean
compefe with us in the ralsing of wheat anyway, and the tariff has
been but an idle recital on the statute book, without affording the
farmer one grain of protectlon In sheaf, at the granary, the elevator,
or the mill. It 1s charged that wheat is 10 cents higher on our slde
than on the Canadian side. That §s true partially. Both crops are
controlled largely, if not absolutely, by the price at Liverpool, and in
gome cases from local conditions, usually transportation facilities,
there are variances of 10 or more cents per bushel. It is, however,
true that wheat in Winnipeg is higher than in the States for more
~ than one-third of the year. I submit the prices of wheat often vary
this much within a single State, and the fizures do not prove that
generally such is the ease, and the safe prediction to make is that,
the conditions being practically the same, the price of the land and
labor being practically the same, both crops being controlled h{ the
Liverpool market, the prices are not essentially different. This, of
course, i8 not a universal rule, for local conditions vary the prices;
also corners or hoarding oftentimes are eauses for wheat going up or
down suddenly.

To the end that we may not he mistaken about the matter, let us
consult the statisties to ascertain just how much wheat we sent to
Canada last year. In 1910 we sent to Canada to get the benefit of
the outrageously low price referred to by those opposing' this pact
2.111,370 bushels of wheat; and how interesting it is to observe that
only 135,441 bushels of wheat came from Canada to get the benefit of
our high prices, asserted to be caused by our tariff on wheat of 25
cents per bushel. The charge of the hig]hlprotection advocate will
answer itself when these figures are analyzed. How refreshing it
must be to the American farmer to know that he is no longer to be
the cat’s-paw that is to shield the greedy manufacturer while he

ows rich from legislation and pleads for the farmer to stand by him
grecause there has appeared on the statute book an idle reecital of 25
cents a bushe! on wheat.. Such a proceeding is merely the selling to
the farmers ragors that will not shave. It is merely deceiving to get
the farmer's help to further deceive the poor consumer of this country,
th has hunger gnawing at his very stomach and whose poor cupboard
5 are.

Those were the utterances of the distinguished Republican
Congressman who lives along the border. I could read from
other distinguished Republicans whose remarks I have here,
but I shall not take up the time of the Senate this afternoon.
I might be charged with filibustering if I should do so, and yet
I have occupied less time since the bill was introduced than
perhaps any Senator on the floor. So I pass from that, believing
that the farmers have been fooled too much and too long, that
the bill will not help them a particle, and where if we should
help one of them we would hurt 199 consumers in the country.

I do not mind Republican Senators fooling the farmers in
their respective localities, but I do not very much relish their
coming over into our precinets and trying to fool some of our
farmers. The Republicans have gone down into my State and
for the first time are trying to hoodwink the cotton farmer
there. It is smart; it is an adroit piece of work; but I lift up
my voice against it. I do not want the farmers in my section
of the country—the coiton farmers or any other farmers—to
ever get it into their heads that a tariff upon wheat or upon
cotton or upon any other similar product will ever help them,
for I know that it will not. If it should I am that much against
the principle of levying tribute against many in order to help a
few that I would still continue to oppose it.

The pending bill is either intended to place a greater burden
upon the consumer or to levy tariff taxes in order to protect
the farmer. If an extension of tariff taxes will help the
farmers, just that much will it hurt those who must necessarily
buy from the farmers.

Before I proceed to analyze the bill T desire to say that I
hold in my hand the Republican campaign textbook for 1920,
about half of which is taken up by a discussion of the high cost

of living, criticizing the present administration for the high cost

when they get in, The other half of that textbook is eomposed
of unwarranted, inexcusable, unjustifiable criticisms of the
administration; but as the days pass by and the sunlight of
truth shines forth the people will see the hypocrisy of the Ile-
publican pretensions. You promised them that you were going
to reduce prices, and yet the bill now receiving the attention
of the Senate and which Senators on the other side are clamor-
ing to press down our throats and down the throats of the
American people is one that is intended either to fool and de-
ceive the farmers or to add to the high cost of living in this
country.

Here [exhibiting] is a campaign document issued by the
speakers’ bureau of the Republican national committee during
the campaign. It is labeled * Speakers’ Series No. 1.” It was
put at the head of all the rest; it was made the most important
document that should be issued in the form of a campaign
pamphlet and it was headed “The High Cost of Living.” It
was not printed in small type, either; it was so printed as to
be attractive, so that when as it was passed around by your
campaign messengers people would ask, “What is it?"” The
reply would be, * It is a document on ‘ The High Cost of Living.
The Republican Party in that pamphlet states it is going
to remove some of the burdens of taxation and prevent the
extortion incident to the high cost of living which the Democratic
Party is responsible for having perpetrated on_the people. Read
it; it will be interesting.” Of course the little housewife and
her husband are interested. They are living or trying to live
on small wages and striving to make ends meet, taking the pay
check and going down on Saturday night and seeing the pro-
ceeds eaten up before they have half of the commodities which
they need for the coming week. So that pamphlet was attrac-
tive to them; they called for it. I have no doubt that the
speakers' bureau of the Republican national committee had to
have a reprint and yet another reprint of this pamphlet called
“The High Cost of Living.” I shall not read it; it may be
necessary before the debate is over to do so; but for the present
I shall merely call it to the attention of Senators. No doubt
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBer] saw it, al-
though it may be that out of courtesy to his constituents, who
are clamoring for a higher tariff on foodstuffs, the campaign
committee kept it out of his State; but it went from one end of
the country to the other.

That was not the only pamphlet which Republicans issued
touching the high cost of commeodities. The speakers' burean
of the Republican national committee issued pamphlet No. 3
in most attractive form, with the title printed in larger letters
than in the case of the “ High Cost of Living " pamphlet and with
a big question mark under the title. I have no doubt that the dis-
tinguished Senator from North Dakota saw the pamphlet. I
have not the slightest doubt that the distinguished Senator
from Utah [Mr. Smoor], the economist of the Senate, he who
sometimes exercises the power of his office to keep down the
expenses of the Government by refusing Senators the privilege
of placing speeches or pamphlets or documents into the Recorp—
I doubt not that he gave no evidence of a desire of economy
on the part of the Republican Party in making demand after
demand in his recent campaign in Utah that he be sent thousands
on thousands of copies of the pamphlet entitled, * Why 25 Cent
Sugar?” It may be that because of the distribution in Utah
and in other States of the Union of the pamphlet, * Why 25 Cent
Sugar,” and the pamphlet entitled, “ The High Cost of Living,”
the Republican Party were enabled to get such large majorities
in the recent election.

However, what I am contending is that the Republicans
should not fool their constituents so soon after the election.

If you have led them to believe by speeches and pamphlets
and propaganda that the Democratic Party had placed a heavy
«burden upon their backs and was responsible for the high cost
of living, then you ought to meet your promises; you ought
to redeem your pledges. If you are not going to do that, you
should not begin at such an early day throwing those promises
and pledges to the winds and disregarding them, as you are
doing in the bill now pending before the Senate, You promised
to reduce the cost of living, and yet in this bill here is the way
you prepose to do it: You start off with cherries; you do not
want the people even to have cherries, although I know they
do not now need cherries for some purposes for which they
formerly used them. Apples! You do not want any apples
imported into this country. Then we come down to the hides
of cattle and find that you desire to prevent hides coming in.

“Why, Mr. President, Senators who are proposing this legisla-
tion evidently are not the fathers of families; evidently they

of living, and stating that the Republicans propose to remedy it -
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have not been obliged to wigit the stores in the past tweo war
“three years and purchase nnmerous pairs ef children's shoes,
=ix or seven pairs @ vear fer weach child, costing $6, §7, $8, .and
sometimes as Irigh as $12 a pair, for those Senators, who prom-
ised the people to reduce the wost of living, avould impose a
tariff, a tax, en every person in this country whe has to buy a
pair of shoes.

I asked n wetailer some days ago what was the present
pmice of shoes. 1 have liere some of the prices which he guoted.
They are the prices to-day, after the retailers have unloaded,
atfter “sales” have been held, .and when the stocks on Jmand
are small. Men's shoes, $7, $10, $12, and $15 a pair. In Octo-
ber the prices were $10, $12, and $18. The October prices mre
those which the Republicans in the Senate @t least, and evi-
dently these in the House, wish to retain :and compel ull the
people in this country te pay. I repeat, in ‘October the prices
were §16, §12, and §18, whereans now they have gone down to
$8, §10, and §15. That reductiomn has taken place within o few
months; but now it appears the Republicans want fo 1lift ‘the
price hack, and the best method they «an think of to accom-
_phish that mlt is to pass a piece wof legislation which will put
u 15 per «ent ad ¥alorem duty on the maes of -cattle.

Mr. McOUMBER. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. WVill the :Benator from Missis-
sippi yield to the Senator Trom North Dakota ?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. *

Mr. McOUMBER. When the Senator asked the retail mer-
chant ‘the price -of :shoes, 'did he also ask him how much an ad
valorem Quty of 15 per «cent -on leather would add to ‘the price
of shoes?

Mr. HARRISON. I<3id not ask him that.

Mr. McCUMBER. It-will add between 43 and 5 cents.

Mr. HARRISON. Detaveen 41 and 5 eents on m pair of shoes?

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes.

AMr. HARRIISON. The distinguished Senator from North Da-
kota and the distingnished Senater from Utah are such experts
that I will not take issue svith them ns to that, 'bechuse I have
not figured it out; I counld not figure it out if I wanted to, and
1 doubt if they have figured it out wcorrectly ; but I know that
what they now propose to «lods to add a further burden on the
people who have to buy shees.

I am net surprised at thet, especially when I heard the dis-
tinguished Senator from North Dakota .a few moments :ago, in
referring to wheat, say that to place the proposed tariff on
wheat would net make the laboring man new reeceiving a eertain
wage work over one=fourth of a day lenger. That may be true,
but a fourth «of a «day longer for every workingman in this
country is a pretty hard iburden, amd I am not willing with nry
vote to say that every workingmen in tlis eountry who eats
bigeuits and bread and needs flour will have to work a feourth
of a day lenger in order to pay tribute to a few farmers along
the Canadian berder.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, Iresident, I know the Semator wants
to be accurate. The Senator did not ymderstand ane to say a
fourth of a day lomger every «day, but that it wvould be the
equivalent of the earnings.of a fourth of .one day for .one year,
which is quite a difference.

Mr, HARRISON. Oh, foreone year? Well, I.am not willing
to go even that far with the Senator. I am glad, though, that
the Senator has got it down to one-fourth of a 'day a year mow.

Mr. McOUMBER. The Senator must remember that I was
speaking -of a barrel of flour a year, which is the average con-
sumption; and it would require, at the present wwage of a car-
penter, one—fourth of one day's work during a year, prm‘ideﬂ it
was all tacked to the barrel of flour.

Mr. HARRISON. So we are.agreed, by ndmisslon from the
Senators from Utah and North Dakota, that on every pair of
shoes it will increase the price 4} or 51 cents, and that it will
make the wage earner work a fourth of a.day a year longer.

Let us go down the line. You have tobacce here. You want
to stop the poor old fellow from smoking and chewing. T knew
there were some fanatics in fhe country who were trying to
start that propaganda, but I did not know that the Senators
from Ttah and Neorth Didkota were giving impetus to that move-
ment.

1 .go down the list.

Ar. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the Senator wants the
genesis of any of these items in fhe bill on tobacco and hides, T
think he will have to go to his own side of the Chamber.

Mr. TIARRISON. 1 thought before this debate was over
that the Senator from North Dakota and other Senators on
that side would want to excuse themsel\es from the responsi-
bility.

Nir. MeCUMBER. Xo: I am not excusing myself. I thinlk
the Senator who wanted the addition made on hides was the

Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Joxes]. I think he offered
that particular amendment.

Mr, HARRISON. But the Senator woted for it.

Mr. McCUMBER. And the increases on tobacco were made
@s the result of petitiors from the localities where tobaceo is
raised, and it is raised both north .and south-of the line. We saw
the good reasons fer it, and therefore nwve adopted their rates.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Goenixe in ithe chair).
Does the Senator from Mississippi yield to the Senmtor from
North Carolina?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. SIMMOXNS. 1.am mot able to say, because I de not recol-
leet, who proposed the provision in the bill relating to hides;
but I do know, Mr. President, that so far as ithe action of the
committee was concerned, the duty laid upon tobacco in this
bill came as the result -of a sugzestion frem the Semator from
«Connecticut. - It applies only to ‘the particulur kind of tobaceo
which is Taised in Cennecticut. If there is any tdbaceo in this
country that iz covered by the provisiens of the bill outside of
that grown in Connecticut, I do not know of it. At least, so
far as the Finance Committeé's consideration of {his matter is
concerned, it was confined to a discussion of the requirements
and «demands of the tobacco growers in ‘Commecticut, where they
grow under cover a tobacco suited .almost -entively and used
ahmost entirely for wrappers. Tt was suggested that this
tobacco needed ‘an enormons increase in the tarifl already upon
it, the tariff on it already being about $2.85 a pound, as 1 recall,
and dt was suggested that that «duty ought to be increased an
additional dollar a pound. WNobody representing ithe great to-
bacco interests of this country, -especially «of the South, sug-
fested that the tebaceo grown in ihat gection needed sny pro-
tection, or that any amount of duty fmposed upon tobacco of.
fhat character weuld dn the slightest dezree affect the domestic
muarket price «of That tobaero.

Tobacco is grown chiefly in ihe South. More than half of gl
the tobacco ‘of this country is grown in the South, and 1 have
never yet met a southern man who believed fhat -a tariff upen
tobacco would be worth one cent to him. T have never hieard
of their coming to Congress and asking for the impesition of
any duty upen the ¢haracter -of tobaceo which fhey grow. So
‘the suggestion that ‘the request for the duty mposed upon
tebaceo dn this bill came from this side -of the Clmmber, so Tar
as my knowledlge goes, is without 'the slightest foundation
whatever.

Alr. HARRISON. Wi have ot it doswn mow to a- point where
mneither gide wants 'to 'be responsible for ‘certain items in fhis
bill, I am glad this side is mot responsible for them, and this
side will mot 'be responsible for the passage of the bill :shounid it
pass; but it is rather wnfair to say that we are nmmecessarily
debating a piece of legislation of fhis importance, because dur-
ing all the time it hias been ‘before the ‘Senate there has not yet
been four hours—there has not been two hours and a bhalf—of
aligenssion of it.

Mr. McCUMBER. M. President——

The PRESIDING ‘OFFICER. Dwes the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

AMr. HARRISON. Yes,

Alr, McOUMBER. 1 think it perfectly fair to the Senator
and to those on this side of the Chamber to say that wwe expect
that all the time that is necessary for a proper-discussion of this
messure will be granted, and granted «cheerfully, and will be
taken in the same «cheerful manner. I do not think I stated
anything te-day wbeut any filibuster. I .did believe that Sena-
tors should try to dispose of the subject as soon as they lmad
given it full .and fair consideration. I have gsked no mere.
But when the Senator from Mississippi some time ago intro-
duced an amendment ‘consisting ‘of the Revised Statutes of the
United States, which if we read from early morning until late at
night during the entire wession we would mot have read half-
way through, I know the Senator avill .excuse me if I thought
there was in that amendment :a mild suggestion of & proposed
filibuster; and I gathered the fdden, just a little, that pessibly
the Senator wanted to consume time, ‘Otherwise, I could mot see
any use of introduocing as:am-amendment to this bill the Nevised
Statutes of the United States, which sveuld require about three
months, I think, merely to read .in the ordinary number of
hours, I know now, however, that the Senator dees not intend
anything of that kind, and does not seriously propose to have
read the Nevised Statutes-of the United States; so let us both
forget any suggestion or intimation or suspiciou that there is
any dilibuster, and let us try to get through with this bill as
000 48 We can.

AMr. HARRISON.
again.

Let us never hear the word “filibuster™
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I am glad that the Senator has brought up some of the
amendments I have offered to this bill. I think if there is an
important matter that is pending before the Senate it is the
codification of the laws of the United States. I recall, I think
in the Sixty-third Congress, when after working for weeks and
weeks and weeks in the House we finally brought out a bill
there, and then it came to the Senate, and it died. That bill
was brought out by a distinguished Republican Member of the
House, Congressman LrrTiE, of Kansas, who has given great
and earnest and continued thought to the codification of the laws
of the United States. It was passed in the House and is pend-
ing over here in the Senate, and if the Senate can get to it
before the 4th of March, it is a piece of legislatien that should
be passed, and I thought this would be one of the best ways to
pass that legislation.

The Senator forgets, too, that I offered two or three other
amendments. I am sorry that the Finance Committee, which is

.controlled by the Senator’'s party, did not tack those amend-

ments on to this bill. It is legislation that is worthy, it is
just, it commends itself to very patriotic and wise Senator
here,

No one could find fault with those amendments. In one of
them I wanted really to do something that would be worth
while for the farmers of the country, since the farm-loan bank
system can not operate because of this case that is pending
in the Supreme Court. I might say in passing that I hope, and
gincerely hope, and I know I voice the wish of every Senator
and every man who is interested in the farm-loan bank sys-
tem, that a deeision will be forthecoming very soon on that
important piece of legislation, whether it is favorable to it er
against it, so that we can do something toward it. I offered a
very short amendment with the idea and in the hope that we
might do something for the farmers who are caught in these
abnormal times, in the stress of the present-day conditions,
with prices declining in some instances; that we might create
some medinm whereby they might borrow money for short
terms—six months—secured by agricultural products, wheat
elevator receipts or cotton-warehouse receipts. It was in the
hope that we could do something for these men who really
need some money now that I offered that amendment; but I
find that it received no sympathy upon the part of the Repub-
lican majority of the Senate. They turned me down in that
effort really to do something for these farmers.

Another amendment that I proposed was to do something
for the western people in the way of irrigation, and the other
was to do something for the soldiers. There was passed through
the House some eight months ago a soldiers’ bonus bill. Since
that time it has been before the Finance Committee of the
Senate, controlled by the Senators with whom I have been
debating this question. I wanted to get it out of that eommit-
tee; but the Republican majority of the Finance Committee
turned me down on that amendment. I proposed the bill which
was passed by the House and sent to the Senate as an amend-
ment to this legislation to do something for these soldiers, and
yet I find myself eriticized for deing that.

We are almost together. We both agree now that there is no
filibustering about this proposition; that the bill is of such

moment that it should be debated fully; and I hope it will be. |

I do not want to see the big appropriation bills killed. Nearly
two months of this session have passed and only about 35 days
remain before the session will close, 8o far we have passed
only one of the great supply bills. The first thing we know the
calendar will be clogged and we will not be able to give those
bills the degree of consideration they warrant and deserve. So,
while I am in hopes that we can fully discuss this bill, I fear very
much, because of the state of the calendar and the importance
of those bills, that we shall not get as much time to discuss this
bill as it deserves.
- But we will have to work together about it. We will have to
cooperate with one another and do the very best we can under
the circumstances. 3

Is the Senate to recess or adjourn this afternoon? The
Senator from Monfana, who made the motion now before the
Senate, is not in the Chamber,

Mr. McCUMBER. The usual time for adjournment is about
b o'clock, and I would like to have the Senate go on for an-
other 15 minutes. But the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis],
who wishes to be present during the debate, said he would like
to have the Senate adjourn at 10 minutes before 5 to-day on
account of work he has to dv, and if the Senator from Missis-
sippl does not wish to speak any longer now we might as
well adjourn at this time. It would be a difference of only
five minutes, anyway. ¢

Mr. HARRISON, Very well.

BIZE OF MILITARY ESTABLISHMENTS.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, before we adjourn I desire
to put in the RlEcorp the figures as to the present strength and
expenditures on account of the armies of Great Britain, France,
Italy, Japan, and Germany, as given me by the librarian.

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Table showing the relative size of the military establishments of Gread

Britain, France, Italy, Japan, and Germany, and the erpenditures
with regard to same.

[Data compiled from_ Statesman’s Year Book, 1919, 1920; World Al-
manac, 1821 ; New York Herald, Oct. 3, 1926, p. 17 ; Current Hlistory,
December. 1920, pp. 873-370 ; National Service, August, 1920, p. 124;
London BEconomist, Mar. 20, 1920, p. 643.]

Estimatel
Present | Exponditures,
Country. nditare,
¥ strength. | 1919-20. | SXPETIARre:
Great Britain: - o coee i s 348, 000 , 000, $125,000, 009 .
France.. 378, 000 =z’.m,mu,m 17,000, 000, 000 ;
250,000 301,508, et
600, 000 000, §200, 000, 00)
100,000 |.averaracsnnaassl *1,500,000,000
! Francs. 2 Lire. # Marks.

UNITED STATES FORCES IN GERMANY, i

Mr., McKELLATR. Mr. President, I also desire to make a
statement in reference to the testimony of the Secretary of War
a few days ago before the Military Affairs Committee of the
Senate as to the amount of the cost of our forces in Germany.
The total cost of our forces in Germany up to date is the sum
of $263,628,320. Up to September 30, 1920, Germany had paid
$35,673,658, leaving a balance due the United States of $228.-
054.62. "The average cost to Germany, when she pays it, will
be $71,218 per day.

I put these figares in the Recorp for the purpose of calling
attention to them, and especially to call attention to the very
large amount which Germany apparently still owes us.

There was a good deal of doubt in the testimony which was
adduced before our commitfee, and I have the figures up to
September 80, 1920. Since that time an examination has been
made, but up to date we have found no subsequent payments.
If there have been any payments I will later give the amounts
of such payments. At all events, the very stupendous sum of
$228,000,000 is due us by Germany to-day, and, so far as T
know, no efforts are being made to procure the payment. I ask
unanimous consent to put these figures in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the REecorp, as follows: \

Total cost of United Btates forces In Germany up to Sept.
20 — = $263, 628, 320

30, 192
Amount paid United States by Germany up to Sept. 30, .
1920, - 85,5673, 638

228, 054, 662

Leaving a balance due United States of _____
The average strength of the Army was—

Officers 711
Enlisted men 14, 547
Total -~ 15,2568

Average cozt to Germany per day, $71,218,

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 50 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, .
January 26, 1921, at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Tuespay, January 25, 1921.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

The House was called to order by the Speaker pro tempore .
(Mr. Trrsox).

Rev. James Shera Montgomery, pastor of Calvary Methodist
Church, Washiagton, D, C., offered the following prayer:

Almighty God accept our gratitude for every expression of
Divine care manifested toward our beloved country. May Thy
truth flood all of our hearts and nourish therein the roots of
every good thing, that our purpeses may be high, our vows noble,
and all of our desires reaching out foward Thee. Through
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved,
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